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National Legal Secretaries' Court Observance Week. 

1974 . 36953 

AIR QUALITY PLANS—EPA approves compliance schedules 
for California; effective 11-15-74. 36963 
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tobacco; comments by 11-15-74. 36971 

MOTOR VEHICLE SAFETY STANDARDS—DOT/NHTSA ex¬ 
tends comment period on proposed test procedures for 
automobile door latches; comments by 12-13-74. 36973 

FOOD ADDITIVES— 

FDA approves bacitracin in chicken feed at certain levels 
with amprolium and ethopabate; effective 10-16-74.. 

FDA regulates addition of fluoride in bottled water, 
effective 4-16-75____ 

NEW ANIMAL DRUGS—FDA approves use of tylosin pre¬ 
mix in animal feed; effective 10-16-74... 36961 

INCOME TAX—IRS proposes limitations on carryover of 
unused credits and capital losses; comments by 
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porting of transactions by U.S. banks and their foreign 
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PART II: 

AIR QUALITY—EPA proposes new standards for 
primary copper, zinc, and lead smelters; comments 
by 12-2-74..... 37039 
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Dallas, 10-22-74 ._... 

Oklahoma City, 10-18-74 .... 

DOT/FAA: Consultative Planning Conference on the Air¬ 
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Pennsylvania Avenue Development Corp.: 
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Owners and Tenants Advisory Board, 10-29-74 ... 
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165—. 36867 

180-_ 36031 

409..-.- 36119 

418_ 36093 

423—. 36210 

41 CFR 

1-1 . 35657 

5A-1_ 35796, 36011 

5A-3__-. 35797 

5A-5_ 36589 

5A-7___ 36012. 36335 

5A-14_ 35797 

5A-16_ 36589 

5A-53_ 36335 

5A-72..—. 36589 

5A-74. 36012 

5A-76_ 36589 

7-1_ 36964 

9-53_ 36966 

15-3_ 36343 

15-16. 36343 

51-1. 35365 

51-2_ 35365 

51-3__ 35365 

51-5_ 35365 

101-39_ 36966 

Proposed Rules: 

101-32-. 36605 

42 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

72_. 35438 

43 CFR 

18_.36114 

Public Land Orders : 

PLO 5434_ 36346 
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Public Land Orders—C ontinued 

PLO 5435_ 35797 

PLO 5436_ 35797 

PLO 5437_ — _ 36346 

Proposed Roles: 

1780 35800 

2800 35801 

46 CFR—Continued Paff* 

77 _ _ 35798 

78 ___ 35798 

160 . 36967 

Proposed Rules: 

42-_ 35820 

47 CFR 

0_ 36346 

3100_ 36348 

45 CFR 

177—_ 36966 

201_36114 

248_ 36590 

2_ 35658 

21_ 35658 

73_ _ 36012, 36013 

78_ 36014, 36487, 36590 

Proposed Rules: 

15 36493 

249 _ 36590 

250 ____ 35778, 36590 

73_ 35687, 36032, 36116. 36494 

76_36117 

Proposed Rules: 

75.— - — - - 36861 

103- _ _ — — 36592 

46 CFR 

73_ 35798 

75_ 35798 



49 CFR Pag* 

1 .. - .— 35367, 35666 

571 - 36016, 36973 

1003- .. 35366, 35367. 36114 

1033— 35573, 35574, 35666, 35667, 35798 

1047 -35367 

1115 -- 35366. 35367 


Proposed Rules: 

172 

173 

174 

177 

178 
393 
571 
573 

50 CFR 

28- 36482 

32- 35365, 

35574, 35798, 36014, 36015, 36114, 
36483, 36485-36487 
Proposed Rules : 

245_- 36489 


36596 

36596 

36596 

36596 

36593 

36863 

35676 

36886 
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reminders 


(Tfce Items fn ttite Tlst were editorially compiled as an aid to Federal Register users. Inclusion or exclusion from this hot has no legal 
rfpaiflcance. Since this list is intended as a reminder, it does not include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication.) 


Rules Going Into Effect Today 

This list includes only rules tnat were pub¬ 
lished in the Federal R egis t er after Octo¬ 
ber 1,1972. 

page no. 
and date 

NEXT WEEK’S DEADLINES ON COM¬ 
MENTS ON PROPOSED RULES 

ACTION 

VISTA volunteer leader; proposed 
designation provisions; comments by 

10-21—74.. 34063; 9-23-74 

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 

Packers and Stockyards Administra¬ 
tion- 

Weighing livestocks; instructions; 
comments by 10-21-74 30151; 

8- 21-74 

Soil Conservation Service— 

Research conservation development 
program; codification of policy and 
procedures; comments by 10- 

21-74.32976; 9-13-74 

Research conservation development 
program; codification of policy and 
procedures; comments by 10- 

21-74 . 33004; 9-13-74 

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 

Maritime Administration— 

Total accommodations and crew com¬ 
plements for subsidized vessels; 
procedures for establishing; com¬ 
ments by 10-24-74_ 34296; 

9- 24-74 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration— 

Financial aid program procedures; 
fishery for American lobster in the 
Gulf of Maine; comments by 10- 

21-74 .. 26650; 7-22-74 

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

Freedom of information rules and guide¬ 
lines; comments by 10-21-74. 

30297; 8-21-74 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

Iowa; approval of compliance schedules; 
comments by 10-23-74_ 34064; 

9-23-74 

Iowa: approval of compliance schedules; 
approval and promulgation of imple¬ 
mentation plans; comments by 10- 
24—74 . 34302; 9-24-74 

Missouri; approval and disapproval of 
compliance schedules; comments by 

10-23-74.. 34066; 9-23-74 

Supersonic aircraft; control of air pollu¬ 
tion; comments by 10-21-74. 

26653; 7-22-74 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Commercial radio operator license; fees 
schedule; comments by 10-21-74. 

34424; 9-25-74 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

Budget type applications—gas purchase 
facilities; comments by 10-21-74. 

33728; 9-17-74 
Natural gas procedure from wells com¬ 
menced before January l f 1973; just 
and reasonable rates; staff rate rec- 
commendation and procedures; com¬ 
ments by 10-25-74.. 34304; 

9-24—74 

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

Food and Drug Administration— 

Antibiotics, nitrofuran, and sulfona¬ 
mide drugs in the feed of animals; 
proposed deletion of regulations 
regarding use; comments by 10- 

26-74. 34682; 9-27-74 

Prescription drugs; dispensing con¬ 
tainer requirements; comments by 

10-25-74.. 30844; 8-26-74 

Social and Rehabilitation Service— 

Work Incentive Programs for AFDC 
Recipients; changes; comments by 
10-21-74 33699; 9-19-74 

Social Security Administration— 

Supplemental security income for the 
aged, blind, and disabled; reopen¬ 
ing of determinations and deci¬ 
sions; comments by 10-23-74. 

34060; 9-23-74 

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

Community Development Block Grants; 
comments by 10-21-74.... 33482; 

9-17-74 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 

Fish and Wildlife Service— 

Steel, nontoxic shot in hunting of mi¬ 
gratory birds; comments by 10- 
24-74 . 33535; 9-18-74 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 
Maritime carriers; uniform system of ac¬ 
counts; comments by 10-21-74. 

34425; 9-25-74 

LABOR DEPARTMENT 
Wage and Hour Division— 

Executive, administrative and profes¬ 
sional exemptions; extension of 
time and hearing; comments by 
10-22-74. 33377; 9-17-74 

NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 
Private secondary and elementary 

schools and preschools; proposed 
declination of jurisdiction; comments 
by 10-23-74.34081; 9-23-74 

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT 
Coast Guard— 

Bayou Little (Petft) Caillou, La.; draw¬ 
bridge operations; comments by 

10-22-74 _ 33710; 9-19-74 

Vermilion River, La.; drawbridge 

operations; comments by 10- 
22-74 ... 33710; 9-19-74 


Federal Aviation Administration— 
Transition areas (2 documents); com¬ 
ments by 10-24—74.. 34299; 

9-24—74 

Federal Highway Administration— 
Lightweight vehicles from Federal 
Motor Carrier Safety Regulations; 
general exemption; comments by 

10-21-74. 29195; 8-14-74 

National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration— 

Federal motor vehicle safety stand¬ 
ards; brake hoses; comments by 

10-21-74 . 35676; 10-3-74 

Federal motor vehicle safety stand¬ 
ards; proposed safety standard for 
power-operated window systems; 
comments by 10-23-74. .. 34062; 

9-23-74 

School bus passenger crash protec¬ 
tion; proposed Federal motor ve¬ 
hicle safety standard, extension of 
comment period; comments by 10- 

24-74. .... 34063; 9-23-74 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT 
Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms 
Bureau— 

Inducements furnished to retailers of 
distilled spirits; comments by 

10-24-74. 34294; 9-24-74 

Next Week's Hearings 
FEDERAL ENERGY ADMINISTRATION 
Department of Defense contracts; pri¬ 
ority delivery of coal; to be held at 
Washington, D.C. (open) 10-22-74. 

36118; 10-8-74 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 
Fish and Wildlife Service- 

Steel nontoxic shot for hunting migra¬ 
tory birds; hearing to be held in 
Washington, D.C.; 10-22-74. 

33535; 9-18-74 

INTERNATIONAL JOINT COMMISSION 
UNITED STATES AND CANADA 

Further regulation of Great Lakes water 
levels; to be held at Green Bay, Wis¬ 
consin; 10-22-74.... 35718; 10-3-74 
SPECIAL REPRESENTATIVE FOR TRADE 
NEGOTIATIONS OFFICE 
Trade Information Committee, hearing 
concerning the importation of certain 
livestock and meat items from Can¬ 
ada, to be held in Washington, D.C. 

10-25-74.. 36518; 10-10-74 

TARIFF COMMISSION 

Tapered roller bearings from Japan; to 
be held at Washington, D.C., 10- 
22-74__33268; 9-16-74 
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Next Week’s Meetings 

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 

Public Advisory Committee on Soil and 
Water Conservation; to be held at 
Washington, D.C. (open with restric¬ 
tions) 10-30-74. 36122; 10-8-74 

Agricultural Marketing Service 

Shippers Advisory* Committee; to be 
held in Lakeland, Florida (open) 

10-22-74 . 35584; 10-2-74 

Forest Service— 

Lyndon B. Johnson National Grass¬ 
lands Grazing Advisory Board; to be 
held in Decatur, Georgia (open, 
notify P.O. Box 507) 10-22-74. 

33383; 9-17-74 
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

Controlled Thermonuclear Research 
Subcommittee of the U.S. Nuclear 
Data Committee; to be held at Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. (open) 10-27-74. 

34092; 9-23-74 
COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 

Economic Advisory Board; to be held in 
Washington, D.C. (open with restric¬ 
tions) 10-22-74 35831; 10-4-74 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration— 

Marine Petroleum and Minerals Ad¬ 
visory Committee; to be held at 
Washington, D.C. (open) 10-22-74 

36126; 10-8-74 
Sea Grant Advisory Panel, to be held 
in Newport, Oreg. (open); 10-23 
and 10-24-74.. 36501; 10-10-74 
Social and Economic Statistics 
Adminisrtation— 

Census Advisory Committee on Agri¬ 
cultural Statistics; to be held in 
Suitland, Md. (open with restric¬ 
tions) 10-24 and 10-25-74. 

35196; 9-30-74 
COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS 

Illinois State Advisory Committee; to be 
held in Chicago, Illinois (open) 

10-24-74. 35594; 10-2-74 

Michigan State Advisory Committee; to 
to be held in New York, New York 
(open) 10-21-74 35595; 10-2-74 

New York State Advisory Committee; 
to be held in New York, New York 
(open) 10-21-74 35595; 10-2-74 

Utah State Advisory Committee; to be 
held in Salt Lake City, Utah (closed) 

10-23—74... 35595; 10-2-74 

DEFENSE DEPARTMENT 

Defense Science Board Task Force on 
"Export of U.S. Technology; Implica¬ 
tions to U.S. Defense; to be held in 
Washington, D.C. (closed) 10-22-74. 

36034; 10-7-74 
Defense Panel on Intelligence; to be held 
at Washington, D.C. (closed) 10- 

29—74—. 36121; 10-8-74 

Defense Science Board Task Force on 
Export of U.S. Technology, Implica¬ 
tions to U.S. Defense; to be held in 
St. Louis, Mo. (closed) 10-25-74. 

32634; 9-10-74 
Department of Defense Wage Commit¬ 
tee; to be held in Washington, D.C. 
(dosed) 10-22-74.. 33016; 9-13-74 


Electronics Panel on Defense Material 
Specifications and Standards Board; 
to be held in Washington. D.C. (open 
with restrictions) 10-21-74 33016; 

9- 13-74 

Electronics Panel of the Defense Ma¬ 
teriel Specifications and Standards 
Board, to be held at the Pentagon, 
(open); 10-23-74.. 36497; 10-10-74 
Air Force Department 

USAF Scientific Advisory Board; to be 
held in Wright-Patterson Air Force 
Base, Ohio (open) 10-24-74. 

36034; 10-7-74 

Navy Department 

Naval Research Advisory Committee; 
to be held in Carderock, Md. 
(closed) 10-24-74 and 10-25-74. 

36034; 10-7-74 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
Effluent Standards and Water Quality 
Information Advisory Committee; to 
be held at Arlington, Va. (Open) 

10-31-74. 34097; 9-23-74 

National Air Pollution Manpower De¬ 
velopment Advisory Committee; to be 
held in Spokane, Wash, (open) 10-26 

and 10-27-74. 35202; 9-30-74 

Water and Hazardous Materials; to be 
held in Arlington, Va. (open) 10-21 
through 10-23-74.. 36044; 10-7-74 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Radio Technical Commission for Marine 
Services Executive Committee; to be 
held at Washington, D.C. (open) 

10-24-74. 35706; 10-3-74 

Radio Technical Commission for Marine 
Services Special Committee No. 66: 
"Receiver Standards for the Maritime 
Mobile Service; to be held at Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. (open) 10-23-74 35705; 

10- 3-74 

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD 

Federal Savings and Loan Advisory 
Council; to be held in Washington, 
D.C. (open) 10-21, 10-22 and 10- 

23-74.34604; 9-26-74 

HEALTH, EDUCATION AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 
Education Office— 

National Advisory Council on Exten¬ 
sion and Continuing Education; to 
be held in Washington, D.C. (open) 
10-24 and 10-25-74. 35831; 

10-4-74 

National Advisory Committee on the 
Handicapped; to be held at Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. (open) 10-21 thru 

10-23-74. 34699; 9-27-74 

Food and Drug Administration— 

Technical Electronics Product Radia¬ 
tion Safety Standards Committee; 
to be held at Rockville, Md. (open) 

10-24-74. 35698; 10-3-74 

Health Resources Administration— 
National Cpmmittee on Vital Health 
Statistics; to be held at Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. (open) 10-29 and 10- 
30-74. 34087; 9-23-74 


National Institutes of Health— 
National Advisory Eye Council; to be 
held in Bethesda, Maryland (open 
with restrictions) 10-24 to 10 - 

25-74.35831; 10-4-74 

Population Research Committee; to 
be held at Bethesda, Md. (open 
with restrictions) 10-24 to 10- 
25-74. .. 33253; 9-16-74 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 

Bureau of Land Management— 

California State Advisory Board; to be 
held at Barstow, California (open) 

10-26-74. 36121; 10-8-74 

Bureau of Mines— 

Advisory Committee on Coal Mine 
Safety E Research, to be held in 
Rosslyn, Va. (open but restricted); 
10-22 and 10-23-74. 36500; 

10-10-74 

LABOR DEPARTMENT 

Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration— 

National Advisory Committee on Oc¬ 
cupational Safety and Health; to be 
held at Baltimore, Md. (open) 

10-24-74 .. 35742; 10-3-74 

Standards Advisory Committee on Ma¬ 
rine Terminal Facilities; to be held 
at Newark, New Jersey (open) 
10-22 and 10-23-74_ 35741; 

10-3-74 

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 

NASA Research and Technology Advisory 
Council, Committee on Energy Tech¬ 
nology and Space Propulsion; to be 
held in Washington, D.C. (open with 
restrictions) 10-23 and 10-24-74. 

35212; 9-30-74 
Ad Hoc Advisory Subcommittee For Re¬ 
view of Proposals for participation in 
the Definition of a One-meter Class 
Ultraviolet/Optical Facility Telescope 
For Spacelab Astronomy Missions, to 
be held in Washington, D.C. (closed); 
10-24 and 10-25-74 . 36514; 

10-10-74 

Ad Hoc Synthesis Review Panel for the 
Evaluation of Lunar Data Analysis and 
Synthesis Proposals; to be held in 
Greenbelt, Md. (closed) 10-22 
through 10-24-74 35212; 9-30-74 
NASA Research and Technology Advisory 
Council Panel on Research; to be held 
In Cleveland, Ohio (open with restric¬ 
tions) 10-21 and 10-22-74. 

35212; 9-30-74 

NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE ARTS 
AND THE HUMANITIES 

National Endowment for the Arts 
Federal Graphics Evaluation Advisory 
Panel; to be held in Washington, 
D.C. (open) 10-22-74.35609; 

10-22-74 
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National Endowment for the 
Humanities 

National Council on the Humanities Ad¬ 
visory Committee; to be held in Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. (open) 10-24-74 and 

10-25-74.36069; 10-7-74 

Advisory Panel for Environmental 
Biology; to be held in Washington, 
D.C. (closed) 10-23-74 through 

10-24-74. 36069; 10-7-74 

Advisory Panel for Mathematical 
Sciences; to be held at Washington, 
D.C. (open with restrictions) 10- 

24-74 . 36147; 10-8-74 

Advisory Panel for Physics; to be held 
in Washington, D.C. (open and closed) 
on 10-21 and 10-22-74.... 35609; 

10-2-74 

Advisory Panel for Sociology; to be held 
in Washington, D.C. (closed) on 

10-24-74. 35610; 10-2-74 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

SEC Report Coordinating Group (Advis¬ 
ory); to be held in Los Angeles, Calif, 
(open) 10-25-74 ... 34342; 9-24-74 


SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

Atlanta District Advisory Council; to be 
held in Atlanta, Georgia (open) 

10-23-74 .36074; 10-7-74 

Fargo, District Advisory Council; to be 
held in Minot, North Dakota (open) 

10-22-74 . 36074; 10-7-74 

New Orleans District Advisory Council; 
to be held in Lake Charles, Louisiana 
(open) 10-24-74. .. 36074; 10-7-74 
Philadelphia District Advisory Council; to 
be held in Allentown, Pa. (open) 

10-23-74 . 36074; 10-7-74 

SPECIAL ACTION OFFICE FOR DRUG 
ABUSE PREVENTION 
Confidentiality of alcohol and drug abuse 
patient records; comments by lO- 

24-74. 35186; 9-30-74 

STATE DEPARTMENT 

Government Advisory Committee on 
International Book and Library Pro¬ 
grams; to be held in Washington, D.C. 
(open) 10-24-74 35822; 10-4-74 

Ocean Affairs Advisory Committee; to be 
held in Miami, Florida (closed) 10-24 

and 10-25-74. 35578; 10-2-74 

Overseas Schools Advisory Council; to 
be held in Washington, D.C. (open 
with restrictions) 10-22-74 35822; 

10-4-74 


Study Group 4 of the U.S. National Com¬ 
mittee for the International Radio 
Consultative Committee (CCIR); to be 
held at Washington, D.C. (open with 
restrictions) 10-24-74 . 35689; 

10-3-74 

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 

Veterans Administration Wage Commit¬ 
tee; to be held in Washington, D.C. 
(open with restrictions) 10-24-74. 

31962; 9-3-74 
Medical Research Service Merit Review 
Boards; to be held at Washington, 
D.C. (open with restrictions) 10-22- 
74 to 10-25-74 .. 32071; 9-4-74 

Medical Research Service Merit Review 
Boards; to be held at Washington, 
D.C. (open with restrictions) 10- 
30-74 . 32071; 9-4-74 

Weekly List of Public Laws 

This is a listing of public bills enacted by 
Congre:s and approved by the President together 
with the law number, the date of approval, and 
the U.S. Statutes citation. Subsequent lists will 
appear every Wednesday in the FEDERAL REG¬ 
ISTER and copies of the laws may be obtained 
from the U.S. Government Printing Office. 

H.R. 16243 .. Pub. Law 93-437 

Department of Defense Appropriation 
Act, 1975 

(Oct. 8, 1974; 88 Stat. 1212) 
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presidential documents 


Title 3—The President 

PROCLAMATION 4326 


Country Music Month, 
October 1974 


By the President of the United States of America 

A Proclamation 


From the farms and mines and ranches of America has come a uniquely 
American art form—the sound which has become known as country 
music. Once heard only in certain regions of this Nation, the country 
sound now can be heard from Manhattan’s skyscrapers to the beaches of 
Malibu. The growth of affection for country music in recent years is a 
heartening sign of the new interest that Americans take in things uniquely 
American. 

A measure of that growth is that there are now more than one thousand 
radio stations in the United States that play country music exclusively 
and half of all the radio statioas in America play country part of the 
time. Each day of the year, about twenty-five thousand hours of country 
music is beamed out into America. Truly, country music has come into 
its own. 

It is a music which can be happy or sad, fast or slow, but it is always 
about life. The words of country music songs talk about life the way it is 
really lived. Country music is life with a melody. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I GERALD R. FORD, President of the 
United States of America, ask the people of this Nation to mark the 
month of October 1974, with suitable observances as Country Music 
Month. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this twelfth 
day of October, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred seventy-four, 
and of the Independence of the United States of America the one 
hundred ninety-ninth. 



[FR Doc.74-24258 Filed 10-15-74 ;9:29 am] 
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THE PRESIDENT 


36953 


PROCLAMATION 4327 

National Legal Secretaries’ Court 
Observance Week, 1974 

By the President of the United States of America 

A Proclamation 

Our vast and complex system of justice cannot function without the 
skill and dedication of our Nation’s legal secretaries. Without these 
unsung heroines of the legal process, the wheels of justice would grind to 
a permanent halt. They deserve the praise, gratitude and respect not 
only of their employers but of the system which they serve so well. One 
way in which their employers can demonstrate their appreciation for 
jobs well done is by giving their legal secretaries greater opportunities 
to observe courtroom proceedings — to sec more of the system in action. 

To pay tribute to this fine group of Americans, and to encourage their 
exposure to courtroom proceedings, the Congress by House Joint 
Resolution 898 of the Ninety-third Congress, has requested the President 
to proclaim the second full week in October, 1974, as National Legal 
Secretaries’ Court Observance Week. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, GERALD R. FORD, President of the 
United States of America, do hereby designate the week beginning 
October 14, 1974, as National Legal Secretaries’ Court Observance 
Week. I call upon the people of the United States to observe that week 
with appropriate ceremonies and activities. Furthermore, I call upon 
the legal community, throughout that week and during the ensuing year, 
to enhance their legal secretaries’ understanding of their role in the 
administration of justice in this Nation by affording them more opportu¬ 
nities to observe actual courtroom proceedings. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this 
fourteenth day of October, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred 
seventy-four, and of the Independence of the United States of America 
the one hundred ninety-ninth. 

$b*l/ 

[FR Doc.74-24259 Filed 10-15-74; 9:30 am] 
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THE PRESIDENT 


36955 


EXECUTIVE ORDER 11814 

Activation of the Energy Resources Council 

In my address to the Congress on October 8, 1974, I expressed my 
intention to create a new National Energy Board, under the chairman¬ 
ship of the Secretary of the Interior, to develop, coordinate, and assure 
the implementation of Federal energy' policy. Subsequent to my delivery 
of that address, the Congress completed action on the Energy Reorga¬ 
nization Act of 1974 which I have just approved into law. Section 108 of 
that act creates in the Executive Office of the President a new Energy 
Resources Council which would be charged with performing functions 
that arc essentially the same as those I had intended to assign to the 
National Energy Board. Consequently, I have determined that it would 
serve no useful purpose to create that Board. Instead, I am now exercising 
the authority vested in me by section 108 of the Energy Reorganization 
Act of 1974, to activate immediately the Energy Resources Council, to 
designate the Secretary of the Interior as its Chairman, and to designate 
additional officials as members thereof. 

NOW, THEREFORE, by virture of the authority vested in me as 
President of the United States of America by the Constitution and laws 
of the United States, particularly section 108 of the Energy Reorganiza¬ 
tion Act of 1974, and section 301 of title 3 of the United States Code, 
it is hereby ordered as follows: 

Section 1. Section 108 of the Energy Reorganization Act of 1974 shall 
be effective as of the date of this order and the Energy Resources Council 
shall be deemed to have been activated as of that date. 

Sec. 2. The Council shall consist of the Secretary of the Interior, who 
shall be its Chairman, the Assistant to the President for Economic 
Affairs, the Secretary of State, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secre¬ 
tary of Defense, the Attorney General, the Secretary of Commerce, the 
Secretary of Transportation, the Chairman of the Atomic Energy Com¬ 
mission, the Director of the Office of Management and Budget, the 
Chairman of the Council of Economic Advisers, the Administrator of 
the Federal Energy Administration, the Administrator of the Energy 
Research and Development Administration (upon entry into office), 
the Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency, the Chair¬ 
man of the Council on Environmental Quality, the Director of the 
National Science Foundation, the Executive Director of the Domestic 
Council, and such other members as the President may, from time to 
time, designate. 

Sec. 3. The Energy Resources Council shall perform such functions as 
are assigned to it by section 108 of the Energy Reorganization Act of 
1974, shall develop a single national energy policy and program, and 
shall perform such other functions as may be assigned to it, from time to 
time, by the President. 
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Sec. 4. All departments and agencies shall cooperate with the Council 
and shall, to the extent permitted by law, provide it with such assistance 
and information as the Chairman of the Council may request. 

Sec. 5. The Committee on Energy, the establishment of which was 
announced on June 14,1974, is hereby abolished. 

Sec. 6. The Council shall terminate in accordance with the provisions 
of section 108 of the Energy Reorganization Act of 1974. 



THE WHITE HOUSE, 


October 11, 1974 . 

[FR Doc.74-24257 Filed 10-15-74 ;9:28 am] 


T 
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rules and regulations 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulatory documents having general applicability and legal effect most of which are 
keyed to and codified in the Code of Federal Regulations, which is published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510. 

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of new books are listed in the first FEDERAL 
REGISTER issue of each month. 


Title 7—Agriculture 

CHAPTER 1—AGRICULTURAL MARKETING 

SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

PART 29—TOBACCO INSPECTION 

Termination of Designation of Tobacco 
Auction Market 

The tobacco auction market at Athens, 
Tennessee, has not operated for three 
consecutive seasons. Therefore, pursuant 
to the provisions of the "emulations under 
§ 29.37, 7 CFR. Part 29. 38 FR 27599, 
October 5, 1973, the designation of the 
Athens, Tennessee, market for free and 
mandatory inspection of tobacco sold at 
auction is automatically terminated. 

Said $ 29.37 states in part: 

• • • A designation shall terminate auto¬ 
matically at the end of any two consecutive 
marketing seasons during which a desig¬ 
nated market does not conduct any sales of 
tobacco at auction. A market whose designa¬ 
tion is terminated under this section shall 
be considered as a new market, as defined In 
f 29.1. and any future application for services 
shall be filed and determined in accordance 
with the provisions of IS 29 J3 and 29.2 • • • 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 9th day 
of October 1974. 


E. L. Peterson. 
Administrator, 

Agricultural Marketing Service. 
(FR Doc.74-23999 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 am] 


CHAPTER III—ANIMAL AND PLANT 
HEALTH INSPECTION SERVICE, DE¬ 
PARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

PART 354—OVERTIME SERVICES RELAT¬ 
ING TO IMPORTS AND EXPORTS 

Overtime Work at Border Ports, Seaports, 
and Airports 

Agricultural quarantine inspectors of 
the U.S. Department of Agriculture are 
charged with performing inspection 
duties relating to imports and exports at 
border ports, seaports, and airports. Such 
services may be performed outside the 
regular tour of duty of the inspector 
when requested by a person, firm, or 
corporation and the charge for such 
overtime is recoverable from those re¬ 
questing the services. The following 
document, amends 5 354.1. Overtime 
Work at Border Ports. Seaports, and 
^hports, by increasing the hourly rates 
for such services performed on a Sunday 
or holiday, or at any other time outside 
the regular tour of duty. These Increases 
n*.l^ n L me,nsurRtc wftti salary increases 
provided Federal emrloyees in accord- 
ance with the Federal Pay Comparability 
of 1970 (P L. 91-656), and Executive 
Order 11811 dated October 7,1974. 


Pursuant to the authority conferred 
by the Act of August 28, 1950 (64 Stat. 
561: 7 U.S.C. 2260), § 354.1 of Part 354. 
Title 7, Code of Federal Regulations, the 
first sentence of § 354.1(a) is revised as 
set forth below: 

§ 351.1 Overtime work at border port*, 
*eaporls, and airport*. 

(a) Any person, firm, or corporation 
having ownership, custody, or control of 
plants, plant products, animals, animal 
products, or other commodities or ar¬ 
ticles subject to inspection, laboratory 
testing, certification, or quarantine under 
this chapter and Subchapter D of Chap¬ 
ter I, Title 9 CFR, who requires the 
services of an employee of the Plant Pro¬ 
tection and Quarantine Programs, on a 
Sunday or holiday, or at any other time 
outside the regular tour of duty of such 
employee, shall sufficiently in advance of 
the period of Sunday or holiday or over¬ 
time service request the Plant Protection 
and Quarantine Programs inspector in 
charge to furnish inspection, laboratory 
testing, certification, or quarantine 
service during such overtime, or Sunday 
or holiday period, and shall pay the 
Government therefor at the rate of 
$17.96 per man-hour per employee on a 
Sunday and at the rate of $12.12 per 
man-hour per employee for holiday or 
any other period; except that for any 
services performed on a Sunday or holi¬ 
day. or at any time after 5 p.m. or before 
8 ajn. on a weekday, in connection with 
the arrival In or departure from the 
United States of a private aircraft or ves¬ 
sel, the total amount payable shall not 
exceed $25 for all inspectional services 
performed by the Customs Service. Im¬ 
migration and Naturalization Service, 
Public Health Service, and the Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture. • • • 

• • • • • 

(64 Stat. 561; 7 U.S.C. 2260) 

Effective date. The foregoing amend¬ 
ment shall become effective October 13, 
1974. 

Determination of the hourly rate for 
overtime services and of the commuted 
traveltime allowances depends entirely 
upon facts within the knowledge of the 
Department of Agriculture. It is to the 
benefit of the public that this amendment 
be made effective at the earliest prac¬ 
ticable date. Accordingly, pursuant to 
the administrative provisions of 5 U.S.C. 
553, it is found upon good cause that no¬ 
tice and public procedure on this amend¬ 
ment are impracticable, unnecessary, and 
contrary to the public interest and good 
cause is found for making this amend¬ 
ment effective less than 30 days after 
publication In the Federal Register. 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 11th 
day of October 1974. 

Leo G. K. Iverson, 
Deputy Administrator, Animat 
and Plant Health Inspection 
Service. 

f FR Doc.74-24225 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 am) 


CHAPTER IV—FEDERAL CROP INSUR¬ 
ANCE CORPORATION, DEPARTMENT 

OF AGRICULTURE 

(Arndt. No. 58] 

PART 401—FEDERAL CROP INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1969 and 
Succeeding Crop Years 

Sugar Beets (Applicable in All States 
Except California) 

Pursuant to the authority contained 
in the Federal Crop Insurance Act. as 
amended, the above-identified regula¬ 
tions are amended effective beginning 
with the 1975 crop year in the following 
respects: 

1. Suhsection 2(b) of the Sugar Beet 
Endorsement (applicable in all States 
except California) shown in § 401.140 of 
this chapter is amended to read as 
follows: 

(b) The per acre production guar¬ 
antees shall be the applicable percent¬ 
ages shown on the county actuarial table 
of the normal yield (Commercially re¬ 
coverable sugar) established for the 
acreage for the crop year in accordance 
with the regulations issued by the United 
States Department of Agriculture pursu¬ 
ant to the Sugar Act of 1948, as amended: 
Provided , however, That if the Sugar Act 
of 1948, as amended, is not in effect for 
the crop year, the normal yield used for 
this purpose shall be the normal yield 
that the Corporation determines would 
have been established if the Sugar Act 
had remained in effect or the production 
guarantee established for the acreage by 
the Corporation on the county actuarial 
table or by agreement with the insured, 
whichever the Corporation shall elect 

2. Section 5(c) of the Sugar Beet En¬ 
dorsement (applicable in all States ex¬ 
cept California) shown in § 401.140 of 
this chapter is amended by changing the 
first sentence of the second paragraph 
thereof to read as follows: 

The hundredweight of commercially 
recoverable sugar shall be determined by 
multiplying the net weight of sugar beets 
in tons at the time of delivery to the 
processor by the applicable rate of com¬ 
mercially recoverable sugar prescribed 
for the crop year under regulations is¬ 
sued by the United States Department of 
Agriculture pursuant to the Sugar Act 
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of 1948, as amended: Provided , however , 
That, If the Sugar Act of 1948, as 
amended, is not in effect for the crop 
year, the applicable rate of commercially 
recoverable sugar per ton shall be deter¬ 
mined by multiplying the sugar content 
of the beets, as shown by individual tests 
at the time of delivery to the processor, 
by the factor of 0.1658: Provided , further , 
That, if individual tests are not available, 
the rate of commercially recoverable 
sugar shall be either the rate the Corpo¬ 
ration determines was or would have been 
established for the 1974 crop year for the 
area under the Sugar Act of 1948, as 
amended, or 2.75 hundredweight per ton, 
whichever the Corporation shall elect. 

(Secs. 506, 516, 62 Stat. 73. os amended; 77. 
as amended; 7 VJB.C. 1506, 1516) 

The foregoing amendment provides for 
a number of contractual changes in the 
Sugar Beet Endorsement (applicable in 
all states except California) which are 
necessary due to the possibility that the 
Sugar Act of 1948, as amended, may not 
be in effect for the 1975 crop year. The 
contractual changes provided by this en¬ 
dorsement will permit continuation of 
sugar beet crop insurance for 1975 using 
the normal yields that would have been 
established under the Sugar Act to estab¬ 
lish guarantees, but thereafter guaran¬ 
tees may be established on a different 
basis without the necessity of amending 
the endorsement for the succeeding crop 
year. The Board was also of the opinion 
that the proposed amendment provided 
the only practical basis on which sugar 
beet crop insurance could be provided in 
view of the uncertainty of the continua¬ 
tion of the Sugar Act. Notice of changes 
must be given to sugar beet insureds by 
December 15, 1974, and applications for 
insurance will be taken in the near 
future. 

Under the circumstances, the Board of 
Directors found that it would be imprac¬ 
ticable and contrary to the public inter¬ 
est to follow the procedure for notice and 
public participation prescribed by 5 
U.S.C. 553 (b) and (c), as directed by the 
Secretary of Agriculture in a Statement 
of Policy, executed July 20, 1971 (36 FR 
13804), prior to its adoption. Accordingly, 
said amendment was adopted by the 
Board of Directors on September 25, 
1974. 

[seal] Lloyd E. Jones, 

Federal Crop 
Insurance Corporation. 

Approved on October 10, 1974. 

Earl L. Butz, 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc.74-24001 Filed 10-15-74;8.45 am) 


CHAPTER VII—AGRICULTURAL STABILI¬ 
ZATION AND CONSERVATION SERVICE 
(AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT), DE¬ 
PARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER B—FARM MARKETING QUOTAS 
AND ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS 


CHAPTER VIII—AGRICULTURAL STABILI¬ 
ZATION AND CONSERVATION SERVICE 
(SUGAR), DEPARTMENT OF AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

SUBCHAPTER K—GENERAL CONDITIONAL 
PAYMENTS PROVISIONS 


{Arndt. 5) 

PART 726—BURLEY TOBACCO 

Subpart—Burley Tobacco Marketing Quota 
Regulations, 1971-72 and Subsequent 
Marketing Years 


PART 892—MAINLAND CANE SUGAR 
AREA 

Subpart D—Determination of Sugar 
Commercially Recoverable 

Rates of Recover-.bility : 1974 Crop 


On pages 30823 and 30824 of the Au¬ 
gust 26, 1974 Federal Register there was 
published Amendment 4 to the Burley 
Tobacco Marketing Quota Regulations 
1971-72 and Subsequent Marketing 
Years. The definition of floor sweepings 
was amended and in amending the def¬ 
inition reference w r as made to § 726.51 
(n); whereas, the reference should have 
been to § 726.51 (o). This amendment to 
the regulations which corrects the er¬ 
roneous references shall become effective 
upon the date of filing this document 
with the Director, Office of the Federal 
Register. The amendment to the regula¬ 
tions is as follows: 

1. In 5 726.51, paragraphs (n) and (o) 
are amended to read as follows: 

§ 726.51 Definitions. 

• « • • * 

(n) Farm yield. The farm yield deter¬ 
mined as provided in § 726.55 or § 726.65. 

(o) Floor sweepings. The actual quan¬ 
tity of scraps or leaves of tobacco which 
accumulate on the warehouse floor in the 
regular course of business: Provided , 
That the floor sweepings above the 
pounds determined by multiplying 0.0024 
by the total first sales of tobacco at auc¬ 
tion for the season for the warehouse 
shall be deemed to be leaf account tobac¬ 
co. For the purpose of computing allow¬ 
able floor sweepings, tobacco purchased 
for the warehouse leaf account shall not 
be included in determining total producer 
first sales. Floor sweeping tobacco shall 
be kept separate from any other tobacco 
when sold. 

§ 726.88 [Amended] 

• • • • • 

2. Paragraph (c) of § 726.88 is 
amended by changing the reference made 
to § 726.51 (n) to § 726.51(0). 

Effective date: Date of filing this docu¬ 
ment with the Director, Office of the Fed¬ 
eral Register. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Octo¬ 
ber 8,1974. 

Glenn A. Weir, 

Acting Administrator , Agricul¬ 
tural Stabilization and Con¬ 
servation Service . 

{FR Doc.74-24000 Filed 10-15-14;8:45 am] 


Pursuant to section 302(a) of the 
Sugar Act of 1948, as amended (7 U.S.C. 
1132(a)), and as provided in § 892.35 (37 
FR 18698), Subpart D of Part 892 is 
amended by adding § 892.38 to read is 
follows: 

§ 892.38 Rates of recoverability, 1974 
crop. 

For the 1974 crop of sugarcane, the 
amount of sugar, in hundredweight, raw 
value, commercially recoverable from 
sugarcane grown on a farm in the Main¬ 
land Cane Sugar Area and marketed (or 
processed by the producer) for the ex¬ 
traction of sugar or liquid sugar, shall be 
obtained by multiplying the net weight of 
the sugarcane in tons by the rate of re¬ 
coverability specified for the average per¬ 
centage of sucrose in the normal juice 
of such sugarcane as follows: 

<a) For farms in Louisiana: 


Percentage of Rate of recoverable 

sucrose In sugar (hundredweight) 

normal Juice: 1 per net ton of sugarcane 

6.0. 0.584 

7.0 ..-.....0.794 

8.0. 0.965 

9.0.1.136 

10.0.1.318 

11.0____-. 1438 

12.0 .. 1.657 

13.0.....1.826 

14.0..-.1.997 

15.0. 2.169 

16.0.2.333 

17.0___ 2.500 

18.0_ 2.637 

19.0_2.834 


(b) For farms in Florida: 


Percentage of Rate of recoverable 

sucrose In sugar ( hundredweight ) 

normal juice: 1 per net ton of sugarcane 

6.0_0.874 

7.0__0.851 

8.0 ...1.028 

0.0.1223 

10.0_1.408 

11.0 . 1 574 

12.0. I - 747 

13.0_ 1923 

14.0_2.098 

15.0. 2.272 

16.0.2.447 

17.0_2.614 

18.0_2. 769 

19.0_ I _2.934 


1 Rates for the intervening tenths of 1 per¬ 
cent shall be calculated by interpolation and 
less than 6 percent or more than 19 percent 
shall he computed in proportion to the im¬ 
mediately higher or preceding interval. 
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Statement of Bases and Considerations 

Section 892.35 (37 FR 18698) provides 
the method of determining and establish- 
ing amounts of sugar commercially re¬ 
coverable from sugarcane in the Main¬ 
land Cane Sugar Area and provides that 
the rates shall become effective when 
public notice thereof is given in the Fed¬ 
eral Register. Pursuant to the provisions 
of § 892.35, this section sets forth the rates 
applicable for the 1974 crop of sugar¬ 
cane in the Mainland Cane Sugar Area. 
These rates reflect changes in the 5-year 
averages of normal juice extraction, boil¬ 
ing house efficiency, net cane as a percent 
of gross cane, polarization of sugar pro¬ 
duced, and normal juice purity at each 
normal juice sucrose level. 

The rates of recoverable sugar for the 
6 percent normal juice sucrose level in 
Florida and the 18 and 19 percent normal 
Juice sucrose levels in Louisiana have 
been computed by extrapolation as the 
number of analyses in these ranges are 
insufficient to give a reliable purity. 
These extrapolations are included as they 
have been used at various times under 
prior programs. 

The rates are higher in all normal juice 
sucrose ranges than those for the preced¬ 
ing crop in Louisiana and lower in Flor¬ 
ida due to small changes in all of these 
averages. A notice of proposed rule mak¬ 
ing was not given for 5 892.38 as it is a 
mathematical formula which makes use 
of actual operating and production data 
reported by the sugar factories involved. 
Therefore, no discretionary decisions are 
involved and a public recommendation 
would not change the data. 

Accordingly, I hereby find and conclude 
that the foregoing revision of Part 892 
will effectuate the applicable provisions 
of the Act. 

(Secs. 302, 303. 304, 403, 61 Stat. 930, as 
amended, 931, 932; 7 UJ3.C. 1132, 1133, 1134, 
1153) 

Effective date: October 16,1974. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Octo¬ 
ber 10.1974. 

Victor A. Senechal, 
Deputy Administrator. 

Programs . 

(FR Doc.74-24074 Filed 10-l£-74;8:45 am) 


Title 9—Animals and Animal Products 

CHAPTER I—ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH 
INSPECTION SERVICE, DEPARTMENT 
OF AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER D—EXPORTATION AND IMPORTA¬ 
TION OF ANIMALS (INCLUDING POULTRY) 
AND ANIMAL PRODUCTS 

PART 97—OVERTIME SERVICES RELAT¬ 
ING TO IMPORTS AND EXPORTS 

Overtime, Night, and Holiday Inspection 
and Quarantine Activities at Border, 
Coastal, and Air Ports 

Veterinary Services inspectors of the 
O.S. Department of Agriculture are 
charged with performing inspection 
duties relating to imports and exports 
at border ports, ocean ports, and airports. 
Such services may be performed outside 
the regular tour of duty of the inspector 


when requested by a person, firm, or 
corporation and the charge for such over¬ 
time Is recoverable from those requesting 
the services. The following amendment 
Increases the hourly rates for such serv¬ 
ices performed on a Sunday or holiday, 
or at any other time outside the regular 
tour of duty. These increases are com¬ 
mensurate with salary increases pro¬ 
vided Federal employees in accordance 
with the Federal Pay Comparability Act 
of 1970 (PX. 91-656) and Executive Or¬ 
der 11811, dated October 7,1974. 

Pursuant to the authority conferred by 
the Act of August 28, 1950 (64 Stat. 561; 
7 U.S.C. 2260); the first sentence of 
§297.1, Part 97. Title 9. Code of Federal 
Regulations, is revised to read as follows: 

§ 97.1 Overtime work ut laboratories, 
border ports, ocean ports, and air¬ 
ports. 1 

Any person, firm, or corporation having 
ownership, custody or control of animals, 
animal byproducts, or other commodities 
subject to inspection, laboratory testing, 
certification, or quarantine under this 
subchapter and subchapter G of this 
chapter, and who requires the services of 
an employee of Veterinary Services on a 
holiday or Sunday or at any other time 
outside the regular tour of duty of such 
employee, shall sufficiently in advance of 
the period of overtime or holiday or Sun¬ 
day service request the Veterinary Serv¬ 
ices inspector in charge to furnish inspec¬ 
tion. laboratory testing, certification or 
quarantine service during such overtime 
or holiday or Sunday period and shall pay 
the Administrator of the Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service at a rate 
of $17.96 per man hour per employee on 
a Sunday and at a rate of $12.12 per man 
hour per employee for holiday or any 
other period; except that for any services 
performed on a Sunday, or holiday, or at 
any time after 5 p.m. or before 8 a.m. on 
a week day, in connection with the ar¬ 
rival in or departure from the United 
States of a private aircraft or vessel, the 
total amount payable shall not exceed $25 
for all inspectional services performed by 
the Customs Service, Immigration and 
Naturalization Service, Public Health 
Service, and the Department of Agri¬ 
culture. • • • 

* * • • • 

(64 Stat. 561 (7 U.S.C. 2260)) 

Effective date. The foregoing amend¬ 
ment shall become effective October 13, 
1974, when it shall supersede 9 CFR 97.1, 
effective October 14. 1973. 

Determination of the hourly rate for 
overtime services and of the commuted 
traveltime allowances depends entirely 
upon facts within the knowledge of the 
Department of Agriculture. It is to the 
benefit of those who require such over¬ 
time services, as well as the public gen¬ 
erally, that this amendment be made 
effective at the earliest practicable date. 
Accordingly, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 553, it 


1 For designated porta of entry for certain 
animals, animal semen, poultry, and hatch¬ 
ing eggs see 9 CFR 92.1 through 92.3; and for 
designated ports of entry for certain pure¬ 
bred animals see 9 CFR 151.1 through 151.3. 


is found upon good cause that notice and 
other public procedure on this amend¬ 
ment are impracticable, unnecessary, and 
contrary to the public interest, and good 
cause is found for making the amend¬ 
ment effective less than 30 days after 
publication in the Federal Register. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 11th 
day of October 1974. 

J. M. Hejl, 

Deputy Administrator. Veterin¬ 
ary Services , Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Serv¬ 
ice . 

(FR Doc.74-24226 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am) 

Title 14—Aeronautics and Space 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL AVIATION ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

(Airspace. Docket No. 74-80-60 J 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 

POINTS 

Designation of Transition Area 

On June 25, 1974, a notice of proposed 
rulemaking was published in the Federal 
Register (39 FR 22966), stating that the 
Federal Aviation Administration was 
considering an amendment to Part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation regulations that 
would designate the Perry, Fla., transi¬ 
tion area. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the rule- 
making through the submission of com¬ 
ments. All comments received were favor¬ 
able. 

In consideration of the foregoing. Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation regulations is 
amended, effective 0901 GMT, Decem¬ 
ber 5, 1974, as hereinafter set forth. 

In § 71.181 (39 FR 440), the following 
transition area is added: 

Perry, Fla. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 6.5-mile 
radius of Perry-Foley Airport (Lat. 30®04'09" 
N.. Long. 83®34'43" W.). 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 U.S.C. 1348(a)); sec. 6(c). Department of 
Transportation Aot (49 US.C. 1655(c))) 

Issued in East Point. Ga., on Octo¬ 
ber 3, 1974. 

Duane W. Freer, 

Acting Director , 
Southern Region. 

(FR Doc.74-23979 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 


(Airspace Docket No. 74-80-961 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration of Transition Area 

The purpose of this amendment to Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation regulations 
is to alter the St. Augustine, Fla., transi¬ 
tion area. 

The St. Augustine transition area is 
described in § 71.181 (39 FR 440). In the 
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description, an extension is predicated 
on St. Augustine VOR 289° radial. The 
final approach radial for the VOR RWY 
13 Instrument Approach Procedure has 
been changed to 311°. It is necessary to 
amend the description to reflect this 
change. Since this amendment is minor 
in nature, notice and public procedure 
hereon are unnecessary. 

In consideration of the foregoing. Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is 
amended, effective immediately, as here¬ 
inafter set forth. 

In § 71.181 (39 FR 440), the St. Augus¬ 
tine, Fla., transition area is amended as 
follows: “• * 1 • 289° • • •” is deleted 
and "• • • 311° • • •” Is substituted 
therefor. 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 
UjS.C. 1348(a)): sec. 0(c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 UJS.C. 1655(c))) 

Issued in East Point, Ga., on October 4, 
1974. 

Phillip M. Swatek, 
Director , Southern Region, 

(FRDoc.74-23980 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 am) 


[Airspace Docket No. 74-WA-32] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES. CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 

POINTS 

Change of Name of Reporting Points 

The purpose of this amendment to Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation regulations is 
to change two reporting point names in 
the Honolulu, Hawaii, area. 

To avoid the phonetic similarity of two 
reporting points In the same area, the 
SHARP reporting point is renamed 
BILLS to distinguish it from the SHARK 
reporting point. The BREAK reporting 
point is renamed BROMS to distinguish 
it from the word "break” used to separate 
radio voice messages. 

Since the identifying names of report¬ 
ing points and the descriotions of their 
locations are minor matters in which 
the public is not particularly interested, 
notice and public procedure thereon are 
unnecessary and since the similarity of 
the names may cause confusion and pos¬ 
sibly affect air safety, good cause exists 
for making this amendment effective No¬ 
vember 7, 1974. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation regulations is 
amended, effective 0902 G.m.t., Novem¬ 
ber 7, 1974, as hereinafter set forth. 

Section 71.215 (39 FR 635, 30928) is 
amended as follows: 

1. "BREAK:” is deleted and 
"BROMS:” is substituted therefor. 

2. "SHARP:” is deleted and "SILLS:” 
is substituted therefor. 

(See. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 U.8.C. 1348(a)); sec. 6(c), Department 
of Transportation Act (49 UJS.C. 1655(c))) 

Lssued in Washington, D.C., on Octo¬ 
ber 8, 1974. 

Gordon E. Kewer, 

Acting Chief , Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division . 

|FR Doc.74-23978 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 am] 


Title 16—Commercial Practices 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 

(Docket No. C-2523] 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 

GAC Corporation, et al.; Correction 

The following corrections are made in 
FR Doc. 74-21964 appearing on pages 
34023-29 of the issue for Monday, Sep¬ 
tember 23, 1974: 

1. Page 34023, in the fourth line of 
column three the world "recovery” 
should read "reconvey”; 

2. Page 34024, center column, in the 
fourth line under 23. (a): insert the word 
"sales” after the word "oral”; 

3. Page 34024, right-hand column, fol¬ 
lowing the 24th line: insert the follow¬ 
ing words: "bership in and use of such 
facilities: or”; 

4. Page 34024, right-hand column: de¬ 
lete the 27th line which reads "available 
at respondents' subdivisions”: 

5. Page 34028, center column, follow¬ 
ing the 64th line: insert in center of the 
column the words "APPENDIX C”; 

6. Page 34028, right-hand column, fifth 
line: delete the words "APPENDIX C”; 

7. Page 34029, center column, in the 
sixth line of ordering paragraph VIHg): 
insert the words provided, however, 
That violation of any provision of this 
Order” immediately after the word 
"order”. 

Virginia M. Harding, 
Acting Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-24043 Filed 10-15-74.8:45 am] 


Title 21—Food and Drugs 

CHAPTER I—FOOD AND DRUG ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 

EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
SUBCHAPTER B— FOOD AND FOOD PRODUCTS 
PART 121—FOOD ADDITIVES 

Subpart A—Definitions and Procedural and 
Interpretative Regulations 

Addition of Fluoride to Bottled Water 

A notice of proposed rule making was 
published in the Federal Register of 
November 26, 1973 (38 FR 32563) to 
amend Part 121 by revising § 121.10 (21 
CFR 121.10) to encompass the addition 
of fluoride to bottled water. Interested 
persons were invited to submit comments 
on the proposal within 60 days. Two 
comments were received from industry 
representatives. The comments and the 
Commissioner’s conclusions are as fol¬ 
lows: 

1. One comment requested clarification 
as to the purpose of the amendment to 
§ 121.10 and whether it was intended 
" • • • to reopen the basic policy issues 
in $ 121.10, and particularly the alloca¬ 
tion of fluorine-containing compound 
among all foodstuffs, and the extent of 
permitted non-prescription use of fluo¬ 
rine-containing drugs.” 

The Commissioner advises that the 
only purpose of the proposed revision of 
4 121.10 was to recognize the practice of 


fluoridation of bottLd water within the 
limits established in the new standard of 
quali ty for bottled water under § 11.7 (21 
CFR 11.7), published in the Federal 
Register of November 26, 1973 (38 FR 
32558). 

2. One comment expressed concern re¬ 
garding the availability of water without 
added fluoride. The comment asserts that 
many consumers purchase bottled water 
as a means of avoiding fluoride and ar¬ 
gues that an alternative source of water 
without added fluorides should be avail¬ 
able. The comment argues that, while the 
addition of fluoride may normally be 
beneficial, this may not be true when an 
unusual amount of water is consumed. 

The Commissioner advises that the 
standards permit the addition of fluoride 
within limits, but does not make such ad¬ 
dition mandatory and they are not in any 
manner designed to lessen the availabil¬ 
ity of water without fluoride. There are 
no requirements that bottled water must 
contain added fluoride. A distributor may 
promote his product as containing no 
fluoride if such claim is accurate and 
truthful. 

A notice was published in the Federal 
Register of May 14, 1974 (39 FR 17245), 
regarding the status of certain topical 
fluoride preparations for use in reducing 
the incidence of dental caries. The notice 
stated that these preparations are gener¬ 
ally recognized as sale and effective, and 
not misbranded, if the labeling bears ade¬ 
quate information for safe and effective 
use of these preparations in reducing the 
incidence of dental caries when used 
under professional supervision. The no¬ 
tice also stated that the Panel on Review 
of Dentrificies and Dental Care Agents 
will consider whether some of these prep¬ 
arations may be available as over-the- 
counter drugs. This notice affects the ac¬ 
curacy of the November 26, 1973, pro¬ 
posal to amend § 121.10. In view of this 
notice regarding the status of certain 
topical fluoride preparations and the re¬ 
view panel’s ongoing review of these 
preparations, the Commissioner con¬ 
cludes that the last sentence of proposed 
§ 121.10 should be deleted in the final 
order. Such deletion does not affect the 
intent of the proposal to set limits re¬ 
garding the addition of fluorine com¬ 
pounds to foods. In addition, the Com¬ 
missioner concludes that there is no need 
to include a statement of policy regard¬ 
ing drugs containing fluorine compounds 
in the food additive regulations. 

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (secs. 402, 409, 701(a), 52 Stat. 1046- 
1047 as amended, 1055, 72 Stat. 1785-1788 
as amended; 21 U.S.C. 342, 348, 371(a)) 
and under authority delegated to the 
Commissioner (21 CFR 2.120), Part 121 
is amended by revising § 121.10 to read 
as follows: 

§121.10 Fluori nc-conlaining com¬ 
pounds. 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
has concluded that it is in the interest 
of the public health to limit the addition 
of fluorine compounds to foods (a) to 
that resulting from the fluoridation oi 
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public water supplies as stated in § 3.27 
of this chapter, (b) to that resulting 
from the fluoridation of bottled water 
within the limitation established in § 11.7 
(d> of this chapter, and (c) to that 
authorized by regulations (40 CFR Part 
180) under section 408 of the aci. 

Effective date. This order shall be 
effective April 16,1974. 

(Secs 402. 409. 701(a). 52 Stat. 1046-1047 as 
amended, 1055. 72 Stat. 1785-1788 as 

amended; 21 U.S.C. 342. 348. 371 (a).) 

Dated: October 9,1974. 

Sam D. Fine, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 

[FR Doc.74-23992 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 


PART 121—FOOD ADDITIVES 

Subpart C—Food Additives Permitted in 
Feed and Drinking Water of Animals or 
for the Treatment of Food-Producing 
Animals 

Amprolium. Ethopabate, Bacitracin 
Methylene Disalicylate 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
has evaluated a supplemental new animal 
drug application (36-304V) filed by 
Merck Sharp and Dohme Research Lab¬ 
oratories, Division of Merck ai.d Co., 
Inc., Rahway NJ 07065, proposing safe 
and effective use of 4 to 50 grams 
per ton of bacitracin as bacitracin 
methylene disalicylate with amnrolium 
and ethopabate in chicken feed. The sup¬ 
plemental application is approved. 

Therefoie, pursuant to provisions of 
the Federal Food. Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (sec. 512(1). 82 Stat. 347; 21 U.S.C. 
360b(i)) and under authoritv delegated 
to the Commissioner (21 CFR 2.123). Part 
121 is amended in * 121.210 Amprolium, 
paragraph (c), Table 1, by amending 
item 7.1 in subitem a. by revising the text 
under the fourth column (“Grams per 
ton*’) to read “4~50. M 

Effective date. This order shall be 
effective on October 16,1074. 

(Sec. 512(1). 82 Stat. 347; 21 UB.C. 360b(i).) 
Dated: October 8,1974. 

Fred J Kingma, 

Acting Director, Bureau of 
Veterinary Medicine. 
(FR Doc.74-23990 Filed 10-15-T4;8:45 amj 


PART 135—NEW ANIMAL DRUGS 

Subpart C— Sponsors of Approved 
Applications 

PART 135e—NEW ANIMAL DRUGS FOR 
USE IN ANIMAL FEEDS 

Tylosin 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
has evaluated new animal drug applica¬ 
tions filed by the following applicants 
proposing safe and effective use of tylosin 
Premix in the manufacture of animal 
feed: Dean's Specialty Supply Co.. Wa¬ 
seca, MN 56093 (96-780V); Golden Sun 


Feeds, Inc., Estherville, IA 51334 (97- 
567V); Ralston Purina Co., St. Louis, MO 
63188 (96-843V); and Zip Feed Mills, 
Sioux Falls, SD 57102 (97-259). The ap¬ 
plications are approved. 

To facilitate referencing, those firms 
not previously assigned numbers are 
being assigned code numbers and placed 
in the list of firms in § 135.501(c) (21 
CFR 135.501(c)). 

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (sec. 512(1), 82 Stat. 347; 21 U.S.C. 
360b(i)) and under authority delegated 
to the Commissioner (21 CFR 2.120), 
Chapter I of Title 21 of the Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations is amended as follows: 

1. In Part 135 by adding to § 135.501(c) 
new sponsors as follows: 

§ 135.501 Names, addresses, and rode 
numbers of sponsors of approved ap¬ 
plications. 

* • • • • 

(C) • • • 

Code No. Firm name and address 

• • • 
Dean’s Specialty Supply Co., 
310 Second Ave. SW., 
Waseca, MN 56093. 

Golden Sun Feeds, Inc., 

Ill South Fifth St., 
EstherviTe. IA 51334. 

Zip Feed Mills. 

301 East Eighth St., 

Sioux Falls. SD 57102. 

2. In Port 135e by revising § 135e.l0(b> 
(5), and by adding new (b) (16) through 
(18) to read as follows: 

§ 135c.10 Tylosin. 

• * • • • 

(b) • • • 

(5) To 047: 0.4 and 0.8 gram per 
pound, item 4; 10 grams per pound, items 
4 and 11: 40 grams per pound, items 4, 6, 
7, 8, and 11. 

• • * • • 

(16) To 119: 5 grams per pound; Item 4. 

(17) To 120: 0.8 gram per pound; Iteih 4. 

(18) To 121: 0.4 gram per pound; item 4. 


Effective date. This order shall be ef¬ 
fective October 16, 1974. 

(Sec. 512(1), 82 Stat. 347; 21 UJS.C. 360b(i).) 
Dated: October 8. 1974. 

Fred J. Kingma, 

Acting Director . Bureau of 
Veterinary Medicine. 
[FR Doc.74-23991 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 ami 


PART 135c—NEW ANIMAL DRUGS IN 
ORAL DOSAGE FORMS 

Sodium Liothyronine Tablets, Veterinary; 
Correction 

In FR Doc. 74-6135 appearing at page 
9935 in the Federal Register of Friday, 
March 15, 1974, § 135c.98(a) is corrected 
to read as follows: 

§ 135c.98 Sodium liothyronine tablets, 
veterinary. 

(a) Specifications. Sodium liothyro¬ 
nine tablets, veterinary, consist of tab¬ 


119 

120 

121 


lets intended for oral administration 
which contain liothyronine at 60 or 120 
micrograms per tablet, as the sodium 
salt. 

• • • • • 

Dated: October 8.1974. 

Fred J. Kingma, 

Acting Director, Bureau of 

Veterinary Medicine. 

[FR Doc.74-23989 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 am| 

Title 24—Housing and Urban Development 

CHAPTER X—FEDERAL INSURANCE AD¬ 
MINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF 

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

SUBCHAPTER B—NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE 
PROGRAM 

[Docket No. FI72-14776| 

PART 1915—IDENTIFICATION OF SPECIAL 
HAZARD AREAS 

Flood Insurance Rate Maos; Correction 

On August 31, 1972, at 37 FR 17704. the 
Federal Insurance Administrator pub¬ 
lished a list of communities with Special 
Flood Hazard Areas and the map num¬ 
ber and locations where Flood Insurance 
Rate Maps were available for public in¬ 
spection. This list Included Winston- 
Salem. North Carolina as an eligible com¬ 
munity and included map No. H 37 067 
5120 03 which indicates that land lots No. 
20 through 42, 61 through 72 in Section 
No. Three of Town and Country Estates 
Annex; lots No. 11 through 19,43 through 
51 in Section No. 4 of Town and Country 
Estates Annex; lots No. 1 through 10. 37 
through 45, 102 through 105, 110,"and 111 
in Section 5 of Town and Country Estates 
Annex; as recorded in book 831, page 390, 
and book 826, page 94, of the records of 
the Clerk of the Superior Court of For¬ 
syth County. North Carolina, are in their 
entirety within the Special Flood Hazard 
Area. It has been determined by the Fed¬ 
eral Insurance Administration, after a 
review of recently acquired flood infor¬ 
mation as well as a review of the above 
map. that the above property is not 
within the Special Flood Hazard Area. 
Accordingly, effective March 24, 1971, 
map No. H 37 067 5120 03 is hereby cor¬ 
rected to reflect that the above property 
is not within the Special Flood Hazard 
Area. 

National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 
(Title Xm of Housing and Urban De¬ 
velopment Act of 1968), effective Janu¬ 
ary 28, 1969 (33 FR 17804, November 28, 
1968), as amended (secs. 408-410, Public 
Law 91-152, December 24, 1969), 42 
U.S.C. 4001-4127; and Secretary's delega¬ 
tion of authority to Federal Insurance 
Administrator 34 FR 2680, February 27, 
1969, as amended by 39 FR 2787, Janu¬ 
ary 24, 1974. 

Issued: September 24.1974. 

George K. Bernstein, 
Federal Insurance Administrator. 

[FR Dog. 74-24040 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 am] 
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Title 31—Money and Finance: Treasury 

CHAPTER I—MONETARY OFFICES, 
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

PART 128—TRANSACTIONS IN FOREIGN 

EXCHANGE, TRANSFERS OF CREDIT 

AND EXPORT OF COIN AND CURRENCY 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

This amendment is issued pursuant to 
the authority conferred in Title n of 
Public Law 93-110, 87 Stat. 352, 31 U.S.C. 
1141-1143. Notice of the proposed rule- 
making was published in the Federal 
Register (39 FR 23830) on June 27, 1974. 
The proposed amendments prescribed 
supplemental reporting requirements re¬ 
lating to foreign currency transactions 
br large U.8. enterprises and their foreign 
affiliates to provide additional data on 
the nature and source of flows of mobile 
capital. The Department also published 
on June 27, 1974, notice of proposed re¬ 
porting forms which would implement 
the supplemental reporting requirements. 
A number of comments were received 
following publication and have been 
given consideration. 

This amendment differs from the pub¬ 
lished proposed amendment in that it 
does not include the proposed report 
forms for nonbanking firm? as described 
in proposed §9 128.35 and'128.36. The 
proposed report forms for nonbanking 
firms are being given further study in 
light of the public comments received 
thereon. Those forms will be prescribed 
by a subsequent amendment tc Part 128. 

The other differences between this 
amendment and the published proposal 
reflect comments received. 

With respect to confidentiality, the 
legend on the forms states "Data re¬ 
ported on this form will be held in con¬ 
fidence. (See Part I, Section A of the 
instructions.) ,# Fhxrsuant to the legend, 
data furnished on the forms by individ¬ 
ual respondents will not be publicly dis¬ 
closed, but this data may be included in 
publicly disclosed aggregates, and may 
be furnished to other Federal agencies to 
the extent authorized by the Federal Re¬ 
ports Act, 44 U.S.C. 3501, et seq. 

A new section 128.3 has been added to 
the proposed regulations to clarify fur¬ 
ther the use to which the data reported 
o l the forms may be put. Section 128.3 
provides that the information reported 
by individual respondents on the new 
foreign currency report forms and the 
existing foreign exchange report forms 
will not be disclosed publicly by the De¬ 
partment of the Treasury or by any other 
agency having access to the information 
pursuant to law. The section states that 
aggregate data derived from reports on 
these forms may be published or released 
in a manner which will not reveal the 
amounts reported by any individual re¬ 
porting. bank or nonbanking firm. 
Finally, the section provides that the 
Department may furnish to other Fed¬ 
eral agencies data reported on these 
forms to the extent authorized by the 
Federal Reports Act. 

In addition, several revisions to the 
proposed bank report forms and instruc¬ 
tions were made. These were as follows: 
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(1) The elimination of the requirement 
to report the percentage of total ex¬ 
change contracts which were with banks, 
since such a requirement would have 
been unduly burdensome; (2) the exclu¬ 
sion from the weekly forms of forward 
contracts representing hedges of loans 
and deposits so as to avoid creating a 
distortion in the reported net position; 
(3) the exclusion from Forms FC-2 and 
2a of local currency assets and liabilities 
with residents of the host country as ir¬ 
relevant to the purpose of the forms; (4) 
the addition of the U.S. dollar to the 
currencies to be reported on Forms FC-2 
and 2a in order to complete the data on 
branch positions; (5) a reduction in the 
effective exemption levels so as to in¬ 
sure adequate reporting under current 
market conditions; (6) the addition of 
the Italian lira to the foreign currencies 
to be reported; (7) the inclusion of non¬ 
banking subsidiaries in the reports to be 
filed by banks, to conform to Federal 
Reserve practice; and (8) clarification 
of a number of the definitions. 

Section 128.37 providing authority to 
require special reports has been revised 
to explain more fully the nature of the 
special reports that may be required. 
These reports may include special sur¬ 
vey? of components of the foreign cur¬ 
rency reports and of related data. 

1. Section 128.2 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 128.2 Reports. 

(a) In order to effectuate the purposes 
of the Emergency Banking Act of 1933 
(12 U.S.C. 95a) and Executive Order 
6560 of January 15, 1934 (Part 127 of this 
chapter), and in order that information 
requested by the International Monetary 
Fund under the articles of agreement of 
the Fund may be obtained in accordance 
with section 8(a) of the Bretton Woods 
Agreements Act (sec. 8(a) 59 Stat. 515; 
22 U.S.C. 286f and Executive Order No. 
10033, 14 FR 561; 3 CFR, 1949 Supp ), 
every person subject to the jurisdiction 
of the United States engaging (1) in any 
transaction in foreign exchange; (2) in 
any transfer of credit between any per¬ 
son within the United States and any 
person outside of the United States; or 
(3) in the export or withdrawal from 
the United States of any currency or sil¬ 
ver coin which is legal tender in the 
United States, shall furnish information 
relative thereto to such extent and in 
such manner and at such intervals as is 
required by report forms and instruc¬ 
tions prescribed in Subpart B of this 
part. 

(b) In order to effectuate the pur¬ 
poses of the Emergency Banking Act (12 
U.S.C. 95a) and Executive Order 6560 of 
January 15, 1934 (Part 127 of this chap¬ 
ter), and to provide additional data 
on the nature and source of flows of 
mobile capital, including transactions by 
large United States business enterprises 
and their foreign affiliates, as required by 
Title n of Public Law 93-110 (87 Stat. 
352), every United States person engag¬ 
ing (1) in any transaction in foreign 
exchange; (2) in any transfer of credit 
between any person within the United 


States and any person outside the United 
States; or (3) in the export or with¬ 
drawal from the United States of any 
currency or silver coin which is legal 
tender in the United States, shall fur¬ 
nish information relative thereto to such 
extent and in such manner and at such 
intervals as is required by report forms 
and instructions prescribed in Subpart 
C of this part. Information shall also 
be furnished by every United States per¬ 
son or persons with regard to any foreign 
person controlled by such United States 
person or persons as provided in Subpart 
C of this part. 

(c) All persons required to report, 
other than bankers and banking institu¬ 
tions, shall furnish the reports required 
under Subparts B and C of Jthis part to 
the Federal Reserve Bank of New York. 
Bankers and banking institutions shall 
furnish the required reports to the Fed¬ 
eral Reserve Bank of the district in 
which such banker or banking institu¬ 
tion has its principal place of business 
in the United States. In the event that 
any person required to report has no 
principal place of business within a Fed¬ 
eral Reserve district, -the information 
shall be furnished directly to the Office 
of the Assistant Secretary for Interna¬ 
tional Affairs, Department of the Treas¬ 
ury, Washington, D.C. 20220 or to such 
agency at the Department of the Treas¬ 
ury may designate. 

(Title II, Public Law 93-110, 87 Stat. 352 (31 
U.S.C. 1141-1143)) 

9 128.8 [Redesignated] 

2. Section 128.3 is redesignated as 
$ 128.5. 

3. A new 9 128.3 is added to read as 
follows: 

§ 128.3 U*e of information reported. 

The information reported on the forms 
required under Subparts B and C will not 
be disclosed publicly by the Department 
of the Treasury or by any other Federal 
agency having access to the information 
as provided herein. Data reported on 
these forms may be published or released 
in the aggregate in a manner which will 
not reveal the amounts reported by any 
individual reporting bank or nonbanking 
firm. The Department may furnish to 
other Federal agencies data reported on 
these forms to the extent permitted by 
the Federal Reports Act, 44 U.S.C. 3501, 
et seq . 

4. A new 9 128.4 is added to read as 
follows: 

§ 128.4 Pcnahteft. 

(a) Whoever willfully fails to submit 
a report required under this part may be 
criminally prosecuted and upon convic¬ 
tion fined not more than $10,000, or, if a 
natural person, may be imprisoned for 
not more than ten years, or both. Any 
officer, director, or agent of any corpo¬ 
ration who knowingly participates in 
such violation may be punished by a like 
fine, imprisonment, or both. 

(b) Whoever fails to submit a report 
required under Subpart C of this part 
may be assessed a civil penalty not ex¬ 
ceeding $10,000. 
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iSec. 2, Emergency Banking Act of 1933. 46 
Stat. 1 (12 U.S.C. 95a); aeo. 203, Public Law 
93-110. 87 Stat. 352 (31 U.S.C. 1143)) 

5. The heading for Subpart B is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: "Subpart B, De¬ 
scription of Forms Prescribed Under tills 

Subpart/' 

6. A new Subpart C is added to read 

as follows: 


Subpart C— Description of Foods Prescribed 
Under This Subpart 


Sec. 

128.30 

Copies. 




12831 

Foreign 

Currency 

Form FC-1: 


Weekly 

report of 

positions 

In 


specified foreign 

currencies 

of 


banks in the United States. 


128.32 

Foreign 

Currency 

Form FC-1 a: 


Monthly report of assets, liabili¬ 
ties. and positions in specified for¬ 
eign currencies of banks in the 
United States. 

128.33 Foreign Currency Form FC-2: Weekly 

consolidated report of positions in 
specified currencies of foreign 
branches and subsidiaries of 
United States banks. 

128.34 Foreign Currency Form FC-2a: 

Monthly consolidated report of 
assets, liabilities, and positions in 
specified currencies of foreign 
branches and subsidiaries of 
United States banka. 

128.85 | Reserved | 

128.30 [Reserved j 
128.37 Special reports. 

Authority: Title II. Pub. L. 93-110, 87 
3Ut.352 (31 U.S.C. 1141-1143). 

Subpart C—Description of Forms 
Prescribed Under This Subpart 

§ 128.30 Copies. 

Copies of the forms described In this 
subpart with instructions may be ob¬ 
tained from a Federal Reserve Bank or 
from the Office of the Assistant Secretary 
for International Affairs. Department of 
the Treasury, Washington, D.C. 20220. 

§128.31 Foreign C u rrency Form FC— It 
Weekly report of positions in speci¬ 
fied foreign currencies of banks in 
the United States. 

On this form bankers and banking in¬ 
stitutions in the United States are re¬ 
quired to report weekly to a Federal Re¬ 
serve Bank their positions In the foreign 
currencies specified on the form, as of 
the close of business on Wednesday. 

§ 128.32 Foreign Currency Form FC—las 
Monthly report of a#set*, liabilities, 
and positions in specified foreign 
currencies of banks in tlie United 

Stales. 

On this form bankers and banking in¬ 
stitutions in the United States are re¬ 
quired to report monthly to a Federal 
Reserve Bank their assets, liabilities, and 
{^^ ons hi the foreign currencies spec¬ 
ified on the form, as of the lart day of 
business of the month. 

^ Foreign Currency Form FC—2x 

. cckiy consolidated report of poei- 
tiom in specified currencies of for- 
branches and subsidiaries of 
United States banks. 

On this form United 8tates bankers 
ana banking institutions are required to 


report weekly to a Federal Reserve Bank 
the consolidated positions of their for¬ 
eign branches and majority-owned for¬ 
eign subsidiaries in the currencies spec¬ 
ified on the form as of the close of busi¬ 
ness on Wednesday. 

§ 128.34 Foreign Currency Form FC—2a: 
Monthly consolidated report of asset*, 
liabilities, mid positions m specified 
currencies of foreign branches and 
subsidiaries of United States banks. 

On this report form United States 
bankers and banking institutions are re¬ 
quired to report monthly to a Federal 
Reserve Bank the consolidated assets, li¬ 
abilities, and positions of their foreign 
branches and majority-owned foreign 
subsidiaries in the currencies specified on 
the form as of the last day of business 
of the month. 

§ 128.35 [Reserved] 

§ 128.36 [Reserved] 

§ 128.37 Special reports. 

At times when prompt or expanded in¬ 
formation on current conditions in the 
foreign exchange market is needed by 
the Department of the Treasury, special 
reports may be required at more frequent 
intervals or at different intervals than 
those specified on the forms, covering 
more detailed information than that re¬ 
quired by the forms, and covering infor¬ 
mation related to that required by the 
forms. Special reports may be required 
to be submitted by telegraph or other 
rapid means of communication. 

Effective date. This amendment be¬ 
comes effective on November 29. 1974. 

Dated: October 10,1974. 

[seal] Charles A. Cooper. 

Assistant Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-24054 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 am] 


Title 33—Navigation and Navigable Waters 

CHAPTER I—COAST GUARD, 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

[CGD 3-74—4-R | 

PART 127—SECURITY ZONES 

New London Harbor, New London, 
Connecticut 

Tliis amendment to the Coast Guard's 
Security Zone Regulations, establishes 
the waters of New London Harbor, New 
London. Connecticut as a security zone. 
This security zone is established due to 
the launching of the USS Philadelphia 
(SSN 690) from the Electric Boat Divi¬ 
sion, General Dynamics, Groton. 
Connecticut. 

This amendment is issued without 
publication of a notice of proposed rule 
making and this amendment is effective 
in less than 30 days from the date of pub¬ 
lication, because this security zone in¬ 
volves a military function of the United 
States. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
127 of Title 33 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations is amended by adding 
§ 127.324, to read as follows: 


§ 127.314 New I/ondon Ilurhor, New 
Loudon, Connecticut. 

The waters within the following 
boundary is a security zone: a line begin¬ 
ning at 41-20-32N. 72-06-00W; thence 
north to 41-21-03N, 72-06-00W; thence 
east to 41-21-03N. 72-05-00W; thence 
south to 41-20-32N, 72-05-00W; thence 
to the beginning point. 

<46 Stat. 220. as amended, sec. 1, 63 Stat. 503. 
sec. 6(b), 80 Stat. 937; 60 U.S.C. sec. 191. 14 
U.S.C. sec. 91. 49 US.C. sec. 1655(b): E.O. 
10173, E.O. 10277, E.O. 10352. E.O. 11249; 3 
CFR, 1949-1953 Comp. 356. 778. 873. 3 CFR. 
1934-1965 Comp. 349, 33 CFR Part G, 49 CFR 
1.46(b)) 

Effective date. This amendment 
becomes effective from 12 Noon to 2 pm.. 
Eastern Daylight Time on October 19, 
1974. 

Dated: September 20. 1974. 

D. E. Perkins, 

Captain, U.S. Coast Guard , 
Acting Commander, Third 
Coast Guard District , Gov¬ 
ernors Island , New York. 

[FR Doc.74-24039 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 am] 


Title 40—Protection of Environment 
(FRL 270—81 

CHAPTER I—ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY 
Subchapter C—Air Programs 

PART 52—APPROVAL AND PROMULGA¬ 
TION OF IMPLEMENTATION PLANS 

Approval of Compliance Schedules for 
California 

On May 31, 1972 (37 FR 10842*. Sep¬ 
tember 22, 1972 (37 FR 19812) and 
May 14, 1973 (38 FR 12706). the Ad¬ 
ministrator promulgated certain por¬ 
tions of the implementation plan for the 
State of California for attainment and 
maintenance of national ambient air 
quality standards in accordance with 
section 110 of the Clean Air Act, as 
amended and 40 CFR Part 51. Among the 
regulations so promulgated was 40 CFR 
5 52.240(d). That section identified 
specific air pollution control regulations 
in the California implementation plan, 
and required sources subject to those 
regulations to submit to the Admin¬ 
istrator for approval proposed compli¬ 
ance schedules containing increments of 
progress demonstrating compliance with 
the applicable regulations as expedi¬ 
tiously as practicable but no later than 
the final compliance date specified in the 
applicable regulation. 

On March 5. 1974 (39 FR 8351). the 
Administrator proposed for approval 37 
schedules which had b een s ubmitted by 
sources pursuant to 40 CFR § 52.240(d). 
On April 4, 1974. after due notice, a pub¬ 
lic hearing on the compliance schedules 
was held in Los Angeles. California. 

A comment received at the hearing 
from the Riverside Cement Company 
stated that the compliance schedule sub¬ 
mitted by EPA is “unnecessarily vague 
with respect to which facilities are to be 
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brought into compliance/’ The compli¬ 
ance schedule for Riverside Cement 
Company has been reworded to read: 
“bring the emissions from the clinker 
cooler exhausts for Kilns #1 through 5 
into compliance.” Pursuant to other com¬ 
ments received prior to or at the hearing, 
the following changes in compliance 
schedules have been made: Riverside Ce¬ 
ment Company—an increment of prog¬ 
ress changed from 3/31/74 to 7/31/74; 
Kerr-McGee Chemical Company Nos. 1 
and 2 Aghi Dryers (Potash Section) — 
increment of progress changed from 
3/1/74 to 4/15/74; Whitteman Steel 
Mills—final compliance date changed 
from 11/1/74 to 1/1/75; City of Los An¬ 
geles, Department of Water and Power, 
Haynes Units 1 through 5—schedules 
have been revised. No comments on the 
proposed schedules, other than those re¬ 
flected in these specific changes, were 
received by EPA. 

Twelve of the 37 compliance schedules 
are not being promulgated in this Fed¬ 
eral Register publication. Schedules for 
7 sources will not be promulgated because 
in each case the company has certified 
that they are now in compliance, one will 
not be promulgated because the company 
has withdrawn the schedule, one will not 
be promulgated because an approvable 
schedule has been officially submitted 
by the State as a revision to the imple¬ 
mentation plan and will be promulgated 
elsewhere in the Federal Register, and 
three are not approvable because the 
schedules proposed on March 5, 1974, 
were subsequently revised to contain fi¬ 
nal compliance dates which extend be¬ 
yond the effective date of Rule 66(c) of 
the Los Angeles County APCD or of Rule 
72.2 of the Riverside County APCD. The 
remaining 25 schedules are approvable. 

The Administrator has determined 
that the compliance schedules for 
sources listed below are consistent with 
the requirements of the Clean Air Act, 40 
CFR 55 51.15 and 52.240(d), and the 
schedules are hereby approved. A compli¬ 
ance schedule consists of intermediate 
and final dates by which actions are to be 
taken by an air pollution source toward 
meeting applicable State or Federal emis¬ 
sion limiting regulations. Each compli¬ 
ance schedule listed below establishes 
a new date by which the individual source 
must comply with applicable air pollu¬ 
tion regulations. This date is indicated in 
the table below under the heading “Final 
Compliance Date.” The schedules include 
incremental steps towards compliance 
with the applicable regulations. While 
the table below does not include these in¬ 
terim dates, the actual compliance sched¬ 
ules do. The increments of progress, as 
well as the final compliance date, are 
legally enforceable by the Administrator 
pursuant to section 113 of the Clean Air 
Act, as amended. Approval of these 
schedules is solely on the basis that com¬ 
pliance is required by the specified “Final 
Compliance Date,” regardless of the 
method of control specified by the 
schedule. 

A copy of the complete implementation 
plan, including these schedules, is avail¬ 


able for public inspection at the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency, Office of Pub¬ 
lic Affairs, 401 M Street, SW, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20460; at the Agency’s Regional 
Office. Region IX, 100 California Street. 
San Francisco, California 94111; at the 
State of California Air Resources Board, 
1079 11th Street, Sacramento, California 
95814; and within each Air Quality Con¬ 
trol Region at the addresses listed below: 

US. Environmental Protection Agency 
300 N. Los Angeles 8treet 
Los Angeles, California 00012 
Los Angeles County APCD 
434 8. San Pedro Street 
Loo Angeles. California 90013 
San Bernardino County APCD 
172 W. Third Street 
San Bernardino, California 92404 
Riverside County APCD 
1888 Mission Boulevard 
Riverside, California 92509 
Ventura County Environmental Health De¬ 
partment 

3319 Telegraph Road 
Ventura, California 93003 

An evaluation report setting forth the 
Environmental Protection Agency’s posi¬ 


tion on each schedule is also available 
for public inspection at the Agency’s Re¬ 
gional Office at the San Francisco address 
given above. 

This regulation is effective Novem¬ 
ber 15,1974. 

(42 US.C. 1857C-5) 

John Quarles, 

Actino Administrator. 

October 4,1974. 

Part 52 of Chapter I, Title 40 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is amended 
as follows: 

Subpart F—California 

1. Section 52.240 is amended by add¬ 
ing a new paragraph (e) as follows: 

§ 52.240 Compliance schedule*. 

• » • • « 

(e) Federal compliance schedules. 
The compliance schedules for the sources 
identified below are approved as meeting 
the requirements of 5 51.15 and para¬ 
graph (d) of this section. All regulations 
cited are air pollution control regula¬ 
tions of the specific county in which the 
source is located, unless otherwise noted. 


Source 


County location Kegulatloa Effective Final corn- 

involved date pliamx- (late 


Douglas Aircraft Co .... 

City of Los Angeles, Department of Water and 
Tower: 

a. Haynes Unit 1 .. 

b. Haynes Unit 2 .... 

c. Haynes Unit 3 .-.... 

d. Haynes Unit 4 .... 

e. Haynes Unit 5 . 

Southern California Edison Co.: 

a. A lam it os Unit 5 ..... 

b. Alamitos Unit 6 ... 

c. Redondo Unit 7 . 

d. Redondo Unit 8 . 

e. Ormond Beach Station, Unit 1 . 

f. Ormond Beach Station, Unit 2.. 

Kerr-McGee Chemical C-o.: 

». C hem hi dryer (potash section) --- 

b. Supo dryer (potash section) . 

c. No. 1 aghi dryer (potash section) . . 

d. No. 2 aghi dryer (potash section). ....... 

e. Boric acid dryer (boron section) . 

f. No. 2 dryer (soda products section) . 

g. LJcons roaster (soda products section).... 

h. Bleacher (carbonation section) . 

Riverside Cement Co. Kilns Nos. 1 through 5.. 

Stauffer Chemical Co.: 

a. Grade 80 plant ..... 

b. Dense ash plant .... 

c. Anhydrous boron plant . 

Wit Lein an Steel Mills . 


Los Angeles__ Rule 06(c).Bept. 1,1374 Atig. 31,1974 


.do... 

.do... 

.do... 

.do... 

.do... 


Rule 68. 

.do. 

.do. 

.do_ 

.do. 


.do... 

.do... 

.do... 


.do. 

.do. 

.do. 


Dec. 31,1974 July 5.1974 

.do.Nov. 29,1974 

.do.Dec. 13,1974 

.do.Aug. 12,1974 

.do.Dec. 30,1974 


. do .Dec. 31,1974 


•_do. 

.do. 


Do. 

Do. 


Ventura. 

Rule 59. 

.. Jan. 1,1975 

Do. 

.do. 

.do. 

.do. 

Do. 

San Bernar¬ 

Rules 50A, 52A, 

.do. 

Oct. 15,1974 

dino. 

and S4A. 



do 

.....do.......... 

.......do...._ 

Nov. 10,1974 

iiiiidoi iirniiir 

.do. 

__do...... 

Dec. 15,1974 

.do. 

.do. 

.do. 

Nov. 15.1974 

_do__ 

_do. 

.do. 

Nov. 1,1974 

.do. 

.do. 

.do. 

Dec. 20.1974 

. do. _ 

.do. 

_do....... 

Dec. 1.1974 

.do. 

.do. 

.do. 

Dec, 15,1974 

.do. 

Rules S2A and 

.do. 

Dec. 31,1974 


MA. 



_do. 

Rules 50A and 

.....do,...... 

Dec. 20,1974 


52 A. 



_do.. 

.....do.......... 

.do. 

No v. 15,1974 

-do. 

.do. 

...do,. 

Nov. 8,1971 


Rules 52A and 

.do. 

Jan. 1, W75 


MA. 


IFR Doc.74-23841 Piled 10-15-74,8:45 am) 


Title 41—Public Contracts and Property 
Management 

CHAPTER 7—AGENCY FOR INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL DEVELOPMENT, DEPARTMENT 
OF STATE 

IAIDPR Notice 75-81 

PART 7-1—GENERAL 

Establishment of Appendix Section for the 
AID Procurement Regulations 

To: Heads of AID Procuring Activities: 
AIDPR NOTICE 75-3 establishes an 
appendix system for the AIDPR. Until 
now AID procurement policies and in¬ 
structions which were essentially proce¬ 


dural or for information purposes, as 
opposed to implementation of regula¬ 
tion, were published within AID as man¬ 
ual orders, policy determinations, or simi¬ 
lar issuances. This Notice establishes an 
AIDPR Appendix system which will in¬ 
corporate procedural or informational 
policies and instructions as Appendices 
to the AIDPR, and incorporates the ini¬ 
tial Appendices (“The Respective Roles 
of Contracting and Other Personnel in 
the AID Procurement Process”, and "Aid 
Contract Formats”). . _ # 

1. Add “Appendices” following the last 

entry In the Table of Parts for the 
AIDPR. 
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2. New § 7-1.105-2, Appendices, is 
added to the Contents of Part 7-1; Sub¬ 
part 7-1.1—Introduction. 

3. Add a new § 7-1.105.2 as follows: 

§7-1.105-2 Appendices. 

Procurement policies and instructions 
which are essentially informational or 
procedural may be issued as Appendices 
to the AIDPR. Appendices are filed be¬ 
hind the main text of the AIDPR in a 
section entitled ‘ Appendices/* The Ap¬ 
pendices section contains a table of con¬ 
tents and individual Appendices. The Ap¬ 
pendices are identified by letter and sub¬ 
ject title (e.g., Appendix A, [title]). 

Appendices 

4. Add ft new contents page following 
the main AIDPR text as follows: 

Contents —AIDPR Appendices 

Appendix A—Respective Roles of Contract¬ 
ing and Other Personnel in the AID Procure¬ 
ment Process. 

Appendix B—AID Contract Formats. 

5. Add a new Appendix A as follows: 

Appendix A—Respective Roles of Contract¬ 
ing and Other Personnel in the AID Procure¬ 
ment Process 

1. Basic Policy. Only a contracting officer, 
designated to enter into contracts and make 
the determinations and findings related 
thereto (or an authorized representative of 
the contracting officer acting within the 
limits of hlB authority), may bind the United 
States Government to a contract, or direct 
or authorize a contractor to proceed with 
work (seeFPR 5 1-1.207. 5 1-3.801). 

2. Planning. Competition. Negotiation, and 
Award, (a) Preawr.rd technical discussions 
with potential contractors should be con¬ 
ducted In such a manner as to preclude the 
assumption by any potential contractor that 
a commitment has been made to him. AID 
employees are resnonslble for insuring that 
no unfair competitive advantage is afforded 
one contractor over any other contractor in 
competing for Agency contracts. In this con¬ 
nection, discussions with prospective contrac¬ 
tors prior to the final selection of the con¬ 
tractor and commencement of negotiations 
by the contracting officer must be conducted 
with the greatest discretion. Under no cir¬ 
cumstances should the specific amount of 
funds which the Agency has available to sup¬ 
port a contract be made known to a prospec¬ 
tive contractor. No AID employee is author¬ 
ized to dilute the Agency’s negotiation posi¬ 
tion prior to or during an “arm’s length’’ ne¬ 
gotiation conducted between AID and the 
contractors with whom It dees business. The 
requirement for preservation of the Agency’s 
negotiation position must be scrupulously 
observed whether the procurement Is to be 
negotiated with a single, non-campetltlvo 
source or whether it Is to be negotiated on the 
basis of multiple competitive proposals. It 
is advisable to Involve the contracting officer 

project planning cycle as early as pos¬ 
able. and to insure that he or his repre?enta- 
lve Is either present at any meeting with pro¬ 
spective contractors, or is consulted prior to 
8uch a meeting. 

(b) Contracting personnel act upon re¬ 
quirements which are formulated by the 
Planning, technical, and research offices of 
uie Agency. Contracting officers obtain the 
tt, th ey need on technical require¬ 

ments by questions and dlrcusslons with the 
p anning, technical, and research offices of 
th! Ag ® ncy - U a contract Is to be tenable, 
result which Is desired must be de- 
ocnoea with completeness and exactitude. 


The scope of the work must be explicitly 
stated; otherwise the contracting officer can¬ 
not assure terms In a contract by which tbe 
desired action can be enforoed. If the re¬ 
quiring office cannot provide a point of de¬ 
parture In these terms and deliver to the 
contracting officer a clear-cut description of 
the purpose and outline the limits of the 
scope, results may be disappointing and the 
possibility of deferring the project until these 
elements can be given more concrete di¬ 
mensions should be considered. Finally, the 
requiring office should insure that the scope 
of work and funding information are de¬ 
livered to the contracting officer with suffi¬ 
cient lead time to allow for proper prepara¬ 
tion and planning of the procurement. 

(c) One of the paramount duties of the 
contracting officer Is to secure competition to 
the maximum practical extent for any 
planned procurement. The procedures for 
formally advertised, or for publicized negoti¬ 
ated, or for limited source procurements dif¬ 
fer; the contracting officer must determine 
the proper method cf procurement and con¬ 
tract type, and must determine the extent 
of competition required. The technical office 
has a continuing responsibility to assist the 
contracting officer in this effort to obtain 
comnetltlon and negotiate a contract. Ba¬ 
sically, this commences with adequate draft¬ 
ing of the statements of work and specifica¬ 
tions. The technical office can frequently as¬ 
sist by identifying additional technically 
competent sources for the solicitation of 
proposals. 

3. Contract administration. Meetings to 
discuss contract matters with contractors 
should be preceded by sufficient advance 
notification to all parties. Including the con¬ 
tracting officer, to permit advance arrange¬ 
ments for the attendance at such meetings. 
Technical personnel shall not hold discus¬ 
sions of contract problems with contractors 
ot technical problems with contractual Im¬ 
plications without arranging for attendance 
by contracting personnel. Once a meeting 
with a contractor has been agreed upon and 
the Issues have been made known to all In¬ 
volved parties, an internal AID meeting 
should take place between technical and con¬ 
tracting personnel, with the Country Desk 
representative and such other personnel In 
attendance as may be necessary, to establish 
an A'TD position or line of Inquiry to be fol¬ 
lowed In the meeting with the contractor. If 
differences of opinion arl-e among AT) per¬ 
sonnel In the meeting with the contractor, 
such differences should never be discussed 
In the meeting with the contractor. AID per¬ 
sonnel s^all adjourn to resolve privately any 
such differences of opinion, and resume dis¬ 
cussions with the contractor only when the 
AID position Is consolidated. The AID indi¬ 
vidual designated to chair meetings with a 
contractor should be selected prior to the 
meeting with the contractor. Depending upon 
the Issues to be discussed, whether primarily 
technical or primarily contractual, the Chair¬ 
man should be designated from either the 
technical office or the contracting office. 

6. Add a new Appendix B as follows: 

Appendix B—AID Contract Formats 

1. FPR and AIDPR Required Contract 
Clauses. FFR 1-7 and 1-16, and AIDPR 7-7 
and 7-18 establish prescribed general pro¬ 
visions clauses and contracts cover pages for 
AID contracts. 

2. General Provisions, (a) For administra¬ 
tive convenience, AID Issues pre-prlnted gen¬ 
eral provisions and additional general provi¬ 
sions, as shown in the list below: 

AID Form No. Tit 

1420-27B (9-74)_General Provisions— 

Basic Ordering Agree¬ 
ment for Participant 
Training. 


AID Form No. 
1420-27H (9-74) — 

1420-410 (9-74).. 

1420-4ID (9-74) — 

1420-42C (il-72). 
1420-42D (7-72)— 

1420-23C (9-74).. 

1420-23D (9-74) — 


Title 

General Provisions— 

Contract for Partici¬ 
pant Training. 

General Provisions— 

Cost Reimbursement 
' ype Contract. 

Additional General Pro¬ 
visions—Cost Reim¬ 
bursement Type Con¬ 
tract. 

General Provisions— 

Fixed Price Technical 
Services Contract. 

Additional General Pro¬ 
visions—Fixed Price 
Technical Services 
Contract. 

General Provisions— 

Cost Reimbursement 
Contract with an Ed¬ 
ucational Institution. 

Additional General Pro¬ 
visions—Cost Reim¬ 
bursement Contract 
with an Educational 
Institution. 


(b) The pre-prlnted general provisions and 
additional general provisions listed In para¬ 
graph B—(1), above, are pre-prlnted as a con¬ 
venience, to save typing and assembly time. 
Each AID contract negotiator and contracting 
officer is responsible for Insuring that the 
contract contains the clauses required by 
the relevant section of AIDPR 7-7 and FPR 
1-7; the clauses set forth In AIDPR 7-7 and 
FPR 1-1 take precedence over equivalent 
clauses in the pre-prlnted formats. 

(c) The pre-prlnted formats will be up¬ 
dated from time to time to bring them Into 
conformance with the required clauses estab¬ 
lished in AIDPR 7-7 and FPR 1-7. either by 
revising and Te-lssulng the entire format, or 
by Issuing a supplement. Between such revi¬ 
sions. AID contract specialists are responsible 
for ensuring that the required clauses estab¬ 
lished In FPR 1-7 and AIDPR 7-7 are utilized. 

3. Contract Schedules. Contract schedule 
outlines have been prepared for optional use 
In developing the final contract schedule. The 
following outlines are available: 


AID Form No. 


1420-27C (7-72).. 

1420-4IB (7-72) — 
1420-42B (7-72).. 
1420-23B (10-73). 


Titte 

Schedule—Basic Order¬ 
ing Agreement for 
Participant Training 
Services. 

Schedule—Cost Reim¬ 
bursement Typ~ Con¬ 
tract. 

Schedule—Fixed Price 
Technical Services 
Contract. 

Schedule—Cost Reim¬ 
bursement Contract 
with an Educational 
Institution. 


4. Contract Cover Pages. Required cover 
pages are prescribed and illustrated in FPR 
1-16 and AIDPR 7-16. 

5. Availability of Formats. The contract 
formats referenced herein are stocked by the 
AID Distribution Branch and by the Support 
Division, Office of Contract Management. 
Mission contracting offices should order their 
supply through AID Distribution; AID/W 
contracting offices, through the Support Di¬ 
vision. Office of Contract Management. 

Filing: This Notice should be filed In 
front of the main text of the AIDPR. 

Authority: This AIDPR Notice No. 
75-3 is an interim procurement instruc¬ 
tion and is issued pursuant to AIDPR 
7-1.104-4, 
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Effective date: This Notice Is effective 
Immediately. 


Sections 101-39.600 and 101-39.601 are 
revised as follows: 


Willard H. Meinecke. 
Acting Assistant Administrator 
for Program and Management 
Services. 

September 26,1974. 

[FR Doc.74-24016 Filed 10-16-74:8:46 amj 


CHAPTER 9—ATOMIC ENERGY 
COMMISSION 

PART 9-53—NUMBERING AND DISTRIBU¬ 
TION OF CONTRACTS AND ORDERS 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

Subpart 9-53.100 Contracts 

This revision is being made to revise 
the language in AECPR 0-53.101 (d) in 
order to clarify the manner in which 
sales contracts are to be identified and 
numbered by contracting offices. 1. In 
Subpart 9-53.100, Contracts, § 9-53.101, 
Numbering of contracts, paragraph (d) is 
revised as follows: 

Subpart 9—53.100 Contracts 
§ 9—53.101 Numbering of contracts. 


(d) The Identification and numbering 
of sales contracts by contracting offices 
should be prefixed by the same contract 
symbol as prescribed for other contracts, 
e.g. Albuquerque Operations Office, AT 
(29-2). The remaining part of the num¬ 
ber should be identified in such a way 
as to designate it as a sales contract. 


(Sec. 161, Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as 
amended. 68 Stat. 948. 42 U.S.C. 2201; Sec. 
205. Federal Property and Administrative 
Services Act of 1949, as amended, 63 Stat. 
390. 40 UJ5.C. 486) 

Effective date . This amendment is ef¬ 
fective on October 19, 1974. 


Dated at Germantown, Maryland, this 
7th day of October 1974. 

For the U.S. Atomic Energy Commis¬ 


sion. 


Joseph L. Smith, 

Director, 

Division of Contracts . 


[FR Doc.74-24033 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 


CHAPTER 101—FEDERAL PROPERTY 
MANAGEMENT REGULATIONS 

SUBCHAPTER G—TRANSPORTATION AND 
MOTOR VEHICLES 

|FPMR Arndt. G-31] 

PART 101-39—INTERAGENCY MOTOR 
VEHICLE POOLS 

Subpart 101-39.6—Official Use of Govern¬ 
ment Motor Vehicles and Related Motor 
Pool Services 

Policy Guidance on Leasing Motor 
Vehicles 

This amendment prescribes policy and 
procedures governing the submission of 
agency requirements for leased motor 
vehicles. 


§ 101—39.600 Scope of subpart. 

This subpart prescribes the require¬ 
ments governing (a) the use of Govern¬ 
ment motor vehicles acquired for official 
purposes and operated by a motor pool 
system established under this Part 101- 
39; (b) the use of motor pool services 
other than furnishing Government ve¬ 
hicles (see § 101-39.502), hereinafter re¬ 
ferred to in this subpart as related serv¬ 
ices; and (c) the submission to GSA of 
all new requirements for leased motor ve¬ 
hicles exceeding the maximum order 
limitation of Federal Supply Schedule, 
Industrial Group 751—Motor Vehicle 
Rental Without Driver. 

§ 101—39.601 General requirements. 

(a) Leasing of motor vehicles. All new 
requirements for leased motor vehicles 
exceeding the maximum order limitation 
of Federal Supply Schedule, Industrial 
Group 751—Motor Vehicle Rental With¬ 
out Driver, shall be submitted to the 
General Services Administration for ap¬ 
propriate action as specified in this § 101- 
39.601. The request shall include full jus¬ 
tification of the need for such leased 
vehicles and a certification that other 
means of transportation are not available 
or not suitable Further, the type of vehi¬ 
cle requested shall be limited to type I 
passenger vehicles or equivalent (see 
§ 101-26.501) unless the agency head or 
his designee has certified that the larger 
vehicles are essential to the agency’s mis¬ 
sion. The anticipated duration of the 
lease also shall be included in the 
request. 

(1) Agencies establishing new require¬ 
ments for leased vehicles, nationwide, 
shall submit such requirements to the 
General Services Administration (FZ), 
Washington, DC 20406, for a determina¬ 
tion of whether the requirements can be 
satisfied with vehicles from the Inter¬ 
agency Motor Pool System. The Office of 
Transportation and Fublic Utilities (FZ) 
will notify agencies and the appropriate 
GSA regional offices regarding decisions 
on vehicle allocations or. where motor 
pool vehicles are not available, advise 
agencies to rroceed with leasing action. 

(2) For other than new national re¬ 
quirements, agencies shall submit such 
requirements to the Regional Director, 
Motor Equipment Services Division, Fed¬ 
eral Supply Service, of the supporting 
GSA region, for a determination of 
whether the requirements can be satis¬ 
fied with vehicles from the Interagency 
Motor Pool System. If motor pool vehi¬ 
cles are available, the agency will be so 
notified by the regional office. If motor 
pool vehicles are not available, GSA will 
return the request to the agency for 
leasing action. 

(3) Leasing of medium and heavy 
trucks for periods of less than 90 days 
and all charter services are exempted 
from the provisions of this regulation. 

(b) Control or use of motor pool sys¬ 
tem vehicles. Agency officials concerned 
with the use or control of motor vehicles 


furnished by a motor pool system shall 
ensure that all employees under their 
supervision who operate or use such ve¬ 
hicles are fully acquired with the require¬ 
ments of this subrart. 

(1) To operate a motor vehicle fur¬ 
nished by a motor pool system, civilian 
employees of the Federal Government 
and designated employees of authorized 
contractors and subcontractors shall be 
required to have a State, District of 
Columbia, or Commonwealth operator’s 
permit for the type of vehicle to be 
operated, issued for the area in which 
the employee is principally employed or 
in which he lives; and. excent as author¬ 
ized in paragraph (2) of this § 101- 
39.601. a Fed°ral operator’s permit 
(Standard Form 4G, U.S. Government 
Motor Vehicle Operator’s Identification 
Card) issued i n accordance with require¬ 
ments of the Civil Service Commission. 

(2) Government employees requiring 
temporary use of a vehicle furnished by 
a motor pool while on travel status need 
not possess a Standard Form 46 if their 
orders specifically authorize the use of 
such a vehicle. 

(Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 390 (40 UJ8.C. 486(c))) 

Effective da**. This regulation is effec¬ 
tive October 16, 1974. 

Dated: October 4,1974. 

Arthur F. Sampson, 
Administrator of General Services. 

|FR Doc.74-24005 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am) 


Title 45—Public Welfare 

CHAPTER I—OFFICE OF EDUCATION. DE¬ 
PARTMENT CT HEALTH, EDUCATION, 
AND WELFARE 

PART 177—FEDERAL, STATE AND PRI¬ 
VATE PPOGR^MS OF LOW-INTEREST 
LOANS TO VOCATIONAL STUDENTS 
AND STUDENTS IN INSTITUTIONS OF 
HIGHER EDUCATION 

Special Allowances 

Subparagraph (3) of § 177.4(c). Spe¬ 
cial Allowances, which deals with the 
payment to lenders of the allowances 
authorized by section 2 of the “Emer¬ 
gency Insured Student Lean Act of 1969” 
(Public Law 91-95) is amended to pro¬ 
vide for the ra'nnent of such an allow¬ 
ance for the period Julv 1. 1974, through 
September 30.197*. inclusive. 

In light of the directives in the Emer¬ 
gency Insured Stu^nt Loan Act of 1969 
with respect to th« factors th*t the 
Secretory of Health, Education, and Wel¬ 
fare is to consider a^d the officio Is with 
whom he i" to consult in setting the rate 
of the special allowance, and since a com¬ 
ment period would cause delay of at 
least 30 days, following each quarterly 
3-month period, before lenders could re¬ 
ceive the srecial allowance for such pe¬ 
riod. it has been determined pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 553 that the solicitation of com¬ 
ment as to the rate of the special allow¬ 
ance for any particular quarter is both 
impracticable and contrary to the public 
interest. 
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Effective date . Pursuant to section 431 
(A , 0 f the General Education Provisions 
Act as amended, (20 U.S.C. 1232(d)) 
these regulations have been tran>mitted 
to the Congress concurrently with the 
publication of this document in the Fed¬ 
eral Register. That section provides 
that regulations subject thereto shall be¬ 
come effective on the forty-fifth day fol¬ 
lowing the date of such transmission, 
subject to the provisions therein con¬ 
cerning Congressional action and ad¬ 
journment. 

Section 177.4(c)(3) is amended as 
follows: 

§ 177.4 Payment of interest benefit*, ad¬ 
ministrative cost allowances and spe¬ 
cial allowance. 

• • • • * 

(c) Special allowances. • • • 

(3) Special allowances are authorized 
to be paid as follows: 

• • • • • 

(xxi) For the period July 1, 1974, 
through September 30, 1974, inclusive, 
a special allowance is authorized to be 
paid in an amount equal to the rate of 
three percent per annum of the average 
unpaid balance of disbursed principal of 
eligible loans. 

(Sec. 2,83 Stat. 141) 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No. 
13.480 Guaranteed Student Loan Program) 

Dated: October 1,1974. 

T. H. Bell, 

U.S. Commissioner of Education^ 

Approved: October 10,1974. 

Frank Carlucci, 

Acting Secretary of Health, 
Education, and Welfare. 

(FR Doc.74-24220 Filed 10-16-74:8:45 am] 

Title 46—Shipping 

CHAPTER I—COAST GUARD, 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

(COD 73-246R] 

PART 160— LIFESAVING EQUIPMENT 
Marine Buoyant Devices 

The purpose of these amendments to 
the Coast Guard Regulations dealing 
with lifesaving equipment is to change 
the buoyancy requirements for Type IV 
Personal Flotation Devices approved 
under Subpart 160.064, to change the 
title of the subpart to “Marine Buoyant 
Devices", to delete the words “special 
Purpose" wherever they appear in the 
subpart, and to substitute the words “in- 
tended to be thrown" wherever the words 
designed for grasping" appear in the 
subpart. 

This amendment is based on a notice 
?; proposed rulemaking published in the 
Monday, March 18. 1974. issue of the 
federal Register (39 FR 10160). 

0 comments which applied directly 
10 ^ Proposed rule were received. 


One comment concerned the fact that 
the proposed rule would permit buoyant 
cushions with 18 pounds of buoyancy to 
be approved under Subpart 160.064. The 
commentor (a recognized testing labora¬ 
tory) believed that permitting the 
cushions to be approved under that sub¬ 
part rather than Subpart 160.049 would 
create a possible source of confusion for 
those using the laboratory’s listing cards 
or list of marine products. The Coast 
Guard feels that the suggestion in this 
comment should not be adopted. It is pos¬ 
sible for the listing cards or the list of 
marine products published by the labora¬ 
tory to be cross referenced. The Coast 
Guard desires that the 18 pound buoyant 
cushion be approved under a subpart 
separate from the subpart which applies 
to the standard cushion. 

The second comment concerned the 
proposed new title of the subpart— 
“Marine Water Safety Devices". It was 
suggested that the word “safety" may 
have a misleading connotation. The 
Coast Guard considers this comment to 
have merit and therefore amends the 
current heading to a more descriptive 
heading: “Marine Buoyant Devices". 

Accordingly, with this change, the pro¬ 
posed amendment is adopted as set forth 
below. 

Effective date. This amendment Is 
effective on October 14, 1974. 

Dated: September 27, 1974. 

O. W. Siler, 

Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, 

Commandant. 

Part 160 of Title 46 of the Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations is amended as follows: 

Subpart 160.064—Marine Buoyant 
Devices 

1. By revising the heading of Subpart 
160.064 to read as set forth above. 

§ 160.064-2 [Amended] 

2. By amending 5 160.064-2 as follows: 

a. In paragraph (a), by striking the 
words “special purpose”, and by striking 
the words “intended for grasping by a 
person in water", and Inserting the words 
“intended to be thrown". 

b. In paragraph (b), by striking the 
words “special purpose". 

c. In paragraph (c), by striking the 
words “special purpose" in the first sen¬ 
tence, and by striking the words “Special 
purpose buoyant devices designed for 
grasping by a person in water." and In¬ 
serting the words “Water safety buoyant 
devices intended to be thrown," in the 
second sentence. 

d. By adding paragraph (d) to read 
as follows: 

(d) Dimensions. A foam cushion de¬ 
signed to be thrown must be 2 inches or 
more in thickness and must have 225 or 
more square inches of top surface area. 


§ 160.064-3 [Amended] 

2. Section 160.064-3 Is amended as 
follows: 

a. In paragraph (a), by striking the 
words “special purpose". 

b. In paragraph (b). by striking the 
words “special purpose buoyant devices," 
and inserting the words “water safety 
buoyant devices". 

c. In paragraph (b), by striking the 
words “Devices intended for grasping" 
and inserting the words “Devices in¬ 
tended to be thrown" in the fifth sen¬ 
tence. 

d. By revising paragraph (d) to read 
as follows: 

(d) Buoyancy. (1) Buoyancy for de¬ 
vices to be worn is as follows: 

(1) Devices for persons weighing more 
than 90 nounds must have 15 Vt. pounds or 
more of buoyancy. 

(li) Devices for persons weighing 50 to 
90 pounds must have 11 pounds or more 
of buoyancy. 

(iii) Devices for persons weighing less 
than 50 pounds must have 7 pounds or 
more of buoyancy. 

(2) Buoyancy for devices to be thrown 
is as follows: 

(i) Ring life buoys must have I 6 V 2 
pounds or more of buoyancy. 

(ii) Foam cushions must have 18 
pounds or more of buoyancy. 

(iii) A device other than those speci¬ 
fied in paragraph (d) (2) (i) or (ii) of this 
section must have 20 pounds or more of 
buoyancy. 

(3) The buoyancy values required in 
paragraph (d) (1) and (2) of this section 
must be as follows: 

(1) For each device containing foam 
buoyant materials, the required buoyancy 
value must remain after the device has 
been submerged in fresh water for 24 
or more continuous hours. 

(ii) For each device containing kapok, 
the required buoyancy value must remain 
after the device has been submerged in 
fresh water for 48 or more continuous 
hours. 

e. In paragraph (e), by striking the 
words “special purpose buoyant devices" 
and inserting the words “water safety 
buoyant devices". 

§ 160.064-4 [Amended] 

3. In § 160.064-4(a), by striking the 
words “special purpose buoyant device" 
and inserting the words “water safety 
buoyant devices". 

§§ 160.064-6, 160.064-7 and 160.064-8 
[Amended] 

4. In §§ 160.064-6, 160.064-7 and 160.- 
064-8 by striking the words “special pur¬ 
pose" from the first sentence of para¬ 
graph (a) of each section. 

(Sec. 17. 64 Stat. 168, as amended (46 US.O. 
526p). Sec. 6. 85 Stat. 216 (46 U.S.C. 1454), 
sec. 6(b)(1), 80 Stat. 937 ( 49 U.S.C. 1656 
(b)(1)): 49CFR 1.46(b) and (o)(l)) 

(FR Doc.74-24038 Filed 10-16-74;8:46 am] 
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices to the public of the proposed issuance of rules and regulations. The purpose of 
these notices is to give interested persons an opportunity to participate in the rulemaking prior to the adoption of the final rules. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
Internal Revenue Service 
t 26 ZFR Part 1 ] 

INCOME TAX 

Limitations on Carryovers of Unused 
Credits and Capital Losses 

Notice is hereby given that the regula¬ 
tions set forth in tentative form in the 
attached appendix are proposed to be 
prescribed by the Commissioner of Inter¬ 
nal Revenue, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury or his delegate. 
Prior to the final adoption of such regu¬ 
lations, consideration will be given to any 
comments pertaining thereto which are 
submitted in writing (preferably six cop¬ 
ies) to the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, Attention: CC:LR:T, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20224, by November 15, 1974. 
Pursuant to 26 CPR 601.601(b), designa¬ 
tions of material as confidential or not 
to be disclosed, contained in such com¬ 
ments, will not be accepted. Thus, a per¬ 
son submitting written comments should 
not include therein material that he con¬ 
siders to be confidential or inappropriate 
for disclosure to the public. It will be 
presumed by the Internal Revenue Serv¬ 
ice that every written comment submit¬ 
ted to it in response to this notice of 
proposed rule making is intended by the 
person submitting it to be subject in its 
entirety to public inspection and copying 
in accordance with the procedures of 26 
CFR 601.702(d) (9). Any person submit¬ 
ting written comments who desires an 
opportunity to comment orally at a pub¬ 
lic hearing on these proposed regulations 
should submit his request, in writing, to 
the Commissioner by November 15. 1974. 
In such case, a public hearing will be 
held, and notice of the time, place, and 
date will be published in a subsequent 
issue of the Federal Register, unless the 
person or persons who have requested a 
hearing withdraw their requests for a 
hearing before notice of the hearing has 
been filed with the Office of the Federal 
Register. The proposed regulations are 
to be issued under the authority con¬ 
tained in sections 383 (85 Stat. 521; 26 
U.8.C. 383) and 7805 (68A 8tat. 917; 26 
U.8.C. 7805) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1954. 

[sealI Donald C. Alexander, 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Preamble 

This document contains proposed 
amendments to the Income Tax Regu¬ 
lations (26 CFR Part 1) under section 
383 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 
in order to conform such regulations to 


the provisions of section 302 of the 
Revenue Act of 1971 (85 Stat. 52P. re¬ 
lating to limitations on the carryover of 
unused credits and capital losses. 

Section 383 provides that the limita¬ 
tions contained in section 382, which ap¬ 
ply to the carryover of net operating 
losses of a corporation, shall also apply 
to the carryover of any unused invest¬ 
ment credit of the corporation which may 
otherwise be carried forward under sec¬ 
tion 46(b), any unused work incentive 
program credit of the corporation which 
may otherwise be carried forward under 
section 50A(b), any unused foreign taxes 
of the corporation which may otherwise 
be carried forward under section 904(d), 
and any net capital losses of the corpora¬ 
tion which may otherwise be carried 
forward under section 1212. 

Section 382 imposes two separate lim¬ 
itations on the carryover of a corpora¬ 
tion’s net operating losses. Section 382 
(a) provides for the complete elimina¬ 
tion of all net operating loss carryovers 
If, at the end of a taxable year, there 
has been a change in the ownership and 
business of the corporation occurring in 
a specified manner. Section 382(b) pro¬ 
vides for a percentage reduction of the 
net operating loss carryovers of a cor¬ 
poration which may otherwise be carried 
forward to the first taxable year of the 
acquiring corporation ending after the 
date of transfer, if, as a result of a re¬ 
organization described in section 381(a) 
(2). the former stockholders of the cor¬ 
poration own, immediately after the re¬ 
organization, less than 20 percent of the 
fair market value of the outstanding 
stock of the acquiring corporation. 

The purpose of the proposed regula¬ 
tions is to provide rules to govern the 
manner in which the limitations provided 
in section 382(a) and section 382(b) are 
to apply to the carryover of the items 
listed in section 383. The proposed regu¬ 
lations are divided into three sections. 
The first section (§ 1.383-1) provides 
general introductory material. The sec¬ 
ond section (§ 1.383-2) provides rules for 
applying the limitation provided in sec¬ 
tion 382(a) to Ihe items listed in section 
383, and the last section (§ 1.383-3) pro¬ 
vides rules for applying the limitation 
provided in section 382(b). The proposed 
regulations are based principally on the 
regulations under section 382 and incor¬ 
porated by reference those provisions of 
the regulations which apply in the same 
manner to the carryover of the items 
listed in section 383. 

Since the limitation provided in sec¬ 
tion 382(a) on the carryover of net op¬ 
erating losses applies in the same manner 
and without need for modification to the 


carryover of each of the items listed in 
section 383, the regulations und^r section 
382(a) have been incorporated by ref¬ 
erence into the proposed regulations to 
govern the manner in which such limita¬ 
tion is to apply. 

The proposed regulations apply the 
principles of § 1.382(b)-1 (relating to 
the limitation on the carryover of net 
operating losses) for purposes of deter¬ 
mining the manner in which the limita¬ 
tion provided in section 382(b) is to 
apply to the carryover of the items listed 
in section 383, subject however, to the 
following modifications. 

The proposed regulations contain a 
rule which insures that where carryovers 
to the first taxable year of the acquiring 
corporation ending after the date of 
transfer are reduced under section 
382(b), the amount of the reduction will 
be properly taken Into account in com¬ 
puting carryovers to subsequent taxable 
years. This rule provides that if the 
limitation of section 382(b) applies, then 
the amount of the reduction so com¬ 
puted shall be applied against and elim¬ 
inate the oldest carryovers, whether 
of the transferor corporation or of the 
acquiring corporation, which may other¬ 
wise be carried to the acquiring 
corporation’s first taxable year ending 
after the date of transfer. 

The proposed regulations contain a 
special rule in § 1.383-3(b) which pro¬ 
vides that for purposes of applying the 
limitation of section 382(b) to the carry¬ 
over of unused foreign taxes, the 
amount of the reduction shall be com¬ 
puted separately for each group of 
carryovers which are of the same origin. 
Also, in the absence of a provision in 
section 381 (c) relating to unused foreign 
tax carryovers, a provision was added in 
the proposed regulations (§ 1.383-3 lb) 
(1)) to provide that in determining the 
amount of unused foreign tax of a 
transferor corporation which may be 
taken into account by an acquiring 
corporation in a reorganization de¬ 
scribed in section 381(a)(2), the provi¬ 
sions of § 1.381(c) <23)-l (relating to the 
carryover of unused investment credits) 
shall apply. 

The proposed regulations provide that 
the limitation contained in section 
382(a) shall apply to the carryover ol 
the items listed In section 383 only to 
the case of a change in ownership oc¬ 
curring after December 10, 1971, pur¬ 
suant to a contract entered into on or 
after September 29, 1971. For purposes 
of this rule only increases in stock 
ownership occurring after December 10. 
1971, are counted in determining 
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whether a change in ownership has oc¬ 
curred. Similarly, the limitation con¬ 
tained in section 382(b> shall apply 
only with respect to reorganizations oc¬ 
curring after December 10, 1971, pur¬ 
suant to a plan of reorganization or 
a contract entered into on or after 
September 29,1971. 

Proposed amendments to the regula¬ 
tions. In order to conform the Income 
Tax Regulations (26 CFR Part 1) to the 
provisions of section 302 of the Revenue 
Act of 1971 (85 Stat. 521), relating to 
limitations on carryovers of unused 
credits and capital losses, such regula¬ 
tions are amended as follows: 

Paragraph 1. The last sentence of 
paragraph (a) of $ 1.381 (a)-1 is revised 
to read as follows: 

§ 1.381 (a)-l General rule relating to 
carryovers in certain corporate acqui¬ 
sition*. 

(a) Allowance of carryovers. • • • 
These items shall be taken into account 
by the acquiring corporation subject to 
the conditions and limitations specified 
In sections 381, 382(b), and 383 and the 
regulations thereunder. 

• • • • • 

Pa*. 2. There are added immediately 
after S 1.382(c)-1 the following new 
sections: 

§ 1,383 Statutory provision*; special lim¬ 
itations on carryovers of unused in¬ 
vestment credits, work incentive pro¬ 
gram credits, foreign taxes, and 
capital losses. 

Sec. 383. Special limitations on carryovers 
o/ unused investment credits, work incentive 
program credits, foreign taxes, and capital 
losses. It, 

(1) The ownership and business of a cor- 
port&tlon are changed in the manner de¬ 
scribed in section 382 (a) (1), cr 

(2) In the case of a reorganization speci¬ 
fied In paragraph (2) of section 381(a). there 
Is a change in ownership described in section 
382(b)(1)(B). then the limitations provided 
in section 382 in such cases with respect to 
the carryover of net operating losses shall 
apply In the same manner, as provided under 
regulations prescribed by the Secretary or his 
delegate, with respect to any unused invest¬ 
ment credit of the corporation which can 
otherwise be carried forward under section 
48(b), to any unused work incentive pregram 
credit of the corporation which can other¬ 
wise be carried forward under section SOA(b). 
to any excess foreign taxes of the corporation 
which can otherwise be carried forward un¬ 
der section 004(d), and to any net capital 
joss of the corporation which can otherwise 
oe carried forward under section 1212. 

(Sec. 383 as added by sec. 302, Rev. Act 1971 
(86 Stat. 621)) 

§ 1.383—1 Special limitations on carry¬ 
overs of unused investment credits, 
work incentive program credits, for¬ 
eign taxes, and capital losses. 

Section 383 provides that if the owner- 
3nip and business of a, corporation are 
changed in the manner described in sec- 
tton 382(a)(1) or, in the case of a re¬ 
organization specified in section 381 (a) 
(2). if there is a change in ownership 
described in section 382(b)(1)(B), then 
limitations provided in section 382 in 
such cases with respect to the carryover 


of net operating losses shall apply in the 
same manner, as provided under regula¬ 
tions prescribed by the Secretary or Ills 
delegate, with respect to any unused in¬ 
vestment credit of the corporation which 
can otherwise be carried forward under 
section 46(b), to any unused work incen¬ 
tive program credit of the corporation 
which can otherwise be carried forward 
under section 50A(b), to any unused for¬ 
eign taxes of the corporation which can 
otherwise be carried forward under sec¬ 
tion 904(d), and to any net capital loss 
of the corporation which can otherwise 
be carried forward under section 1212. 
Sections 1.383-2 and 1.383-3 are pre¬ 
scribed pursuant to the authority 
granted the Secretary or his delegate by 
section 383 to prescribe regulations gov¬ 
erning the manner in which the limita¬ 
tions provided in section 382 shall apply 
with respect to the above-mentioned 
items. 

§ 1.388—2 Purchase of a corporation and 
change in its trade or business. 

(a) In general . If the ownership and 
business of a corporation are changed 
in the manner described in section 
382(a) and the regulations thereunder, 
then the limitation applicable in such 
cases to the carryover of the net operat¬ 
ing losses of such corporation shall also 
apply to the carryover of the unused in¬ 
vestment credits of such corporation 
which could otherwise be carried for¬ 
ward under section 46(b), the unused 
work incentive program credits of such 
corporation which could otherwise be 
carried forward under section 50A(b), 
the unused foreign taxes of such corpo¬ 
ration which could otherwise be carried 
forward under section 904(d), and the 
net capital losses of such corporation 
which could otherwise be carried for¬ 
ward under section 1212. Thus, if the 
limitation provided in section 382(a) is 
applicable at the end of a corporation’s 
taxable year, then all investment credit 
carryovers, all work incentive program 
credit carryovers, all unused foreign tax 
carryovers, and all capital loss carry¬ 
overs from prior taxable years of such 
corporation are excluded in computing 
tax liability for such taxable year and 
for subsequent taxable years. 

(b) Effective date. (1) The limitation 
provided in this section shall apply only 
with respect to changes in ownership 
occurring after December 10, 1971, pur¬ 
suant to a contract entered into on or 
after September 29,1971. 

(2) For purposes of applying section 
382(a) in determining whether the lim¬ 
itation provided in this section applies, 
the beginning of the taxable years spec¬ 
ified in clauses (i) and (li) of section 
382(a)(1)(A) shall be the beginning of 
such taxable years or December 10. 1971, 
whichever occurs later. Thus, if X Cor¬ 
poration made its returns for 1971 and 
1972 on the basis of the calendar year, 
then in determining whether section 
382(a) would apply as of December 31, 
1971, the beginning of the taxable years 
specified In clauses (i) and (ii) of sec¬ 
tion 382(a)(1)(A) would be December 
10, 1971, and in determining whether 


section 382(a) would apply as of Decem¬ 
ber 31, 1972, the beginning of the tax¬ 
able year specified in clause (i) of sec¬ 
tion 382(a)(1)(A) would be January 1, 
1972, and the beginning of the taxable 
year specified in clause (ii) of section 
382(a)(1)(A) would be December 10, 
1971. 

§ 1.383—3 Change in ownership as the 
result of a reorganization. 

(a) In general. (1) If, in the case of 
a reorganization specified in section 381 
(a)(2), <i) the transferor corporation 
or the acquiring corporation has an 
unused investment credit, an unused 
work incentive program credit, an un¬ 
used foreign tax or a net carital loss 
which may be carried forward to the 
first taxable year of the acouiring cor¬ 
poration ending after the date of trans¬ 
fer, and (ii) as a result of the reorgani¬ 
zation there is a change in ownership of 
such corporation within the meaning of 
section 382(b)(1)(B), then the limita¬ 
tion applicable in such cases to the car¬ 
ryover of the net operating losses of 
such corporation shall apply in the man¬ 
ner provided in this section to the car¬ 
ryover of any unused investment credits, 
any unused work incentive program 
credits, any unused foreign taxes, and 
any net capital losses of such corpora¬ 
tion. Thus, if the limitation provided 
in section 382(b)(1) would apply in 
such a case to the net operating loss 
carryovers of a corporation (whether or 
not such corporation has any such car¬ 
ryovers) , a similar limitation, computed 
with the modifications provided in this 
paragraph, shall apply to the invest¬ 
ment credit carryovers, to the work in¬ 
centive program credit carryovers, to the 
foreign tax carryovers, and to the capi¬ 
tal loss carryovers of such corporation. 

(2) (1) If there is a change in owner¬ 
ship of a corporation within the mean¬ 
ing of section 382(b)(1)(B), then the 
amount of the reduction provided in 
section 382(b)(1) shall be determined 
with respect to the total carryovers of 
such corporation from taxable years end¬ 
ing on or before the date of transfer 
which may otherwise be carried to the 
first taxable year of the acquiring cor¬ 
poration ending after such date. In 
such a case, for purposes of computing 
carryovers of the transferor and ac¬ 
quiring corporations from taxable years 
ending on or before the date of transfer 
to taxable years of the acquiring cor¬ 
poration ending after the date of trans¬ 
fer, the amount of the reduction shall 
be applied against the earliest carry¬ 
over, whether a carryover of the trans¬ 
feror corporation or of the acquiring 
corporation, which may otherwise be 
carried to the acquiring corporation’s 
first taxable year ending after the date 
of transfer, then against the next earli¬ 
est carryover which may otherwise be 
carried to such first taxable year. etc. 
To the extent of the amount of the re¬ 
duction, such carryovers shall be elimi¬ 
nated and shall not be included in com¬ 
puting the total carryover to the ac¬ 
quiring corporation’s first taxable year 
ending after the date of transfer or to 
subsequent taxable years. 
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Oi) For purposes of this subparagraph, 
if the date of transfer is on a day other 
than the last day of a taxable year of 
the acquiring corporation, then the 
amount of the reduction shall be applied 
only against the carryovers of the trans¬ 
feror corporation or of the acquiring cor¬ 
poration which may be carried to the 
acquiring corporation’s postacquisition 
part year under the principles of § 1.381 
<c)(23)-l(e) (relating to investment 
credit carryovers), 

(iii) For purposes of this subpara¬ 
graph, a carryover from a taxable year 
of the transferor corporation ending on 
or before the last day of a taxable year 
of the acquiring corporation shall be con¬ 
sidered to be a carryover from a taxable 
year prior to such taxable year of the 
acquiring corporation. 

(3) The provisions of paragraph (a) 
(2) of this section may be illustrated by 
the following example dealing with the 
carryover of unused investment credit: 

Example. X Corporation and Y Corporation 
are organized on January 1, 1970, and each 
makes Its return on the basis of the calendar 
year. On December 31, 1972, Y acquires the 
assets of X In a reorganization described in 
section 881(a) (2). Immediately after the re¬ 
organization. those persons who were stock¬ 
holders of X immediately before the reor¬ 
ganization, as the result of owning stock of 
X. own 10 percent of the fair market value 
of the outstanding stock of Y. so that the 
investment credit carryovers of X as of the 
close of the date of transfer are reduced 
under section 382(b) (2) by 50 percent. The 
investment credit carryovers as of the close 
of the date of transfer of X Corporation and 
Y Corporation for taxable years 1870 through 
1972 are as follows: 


liurttnmt credit carryacrrs from year!*) nf origin 


Taxable years 

X Corporation 

Y Corporation 

(transferor) 

(acquiring) 

1970. 

$100 

$100 

1971. 

100 

100 

1972. 

500 

200 


For the first taxable year ending after the 
date of transfer, the acquiring corporation 
has an excess limitation of $500 (J.e., the 
excess of the limitation based on the amount 
of tax for such year over the amount of 
credit earned for such year). The computa¬ 
tion of investment credit ca r r y overs from 
prior taxable years of the transferer and ac¬ 
quiring corporations to the acquiring cor¬ 
poration's first taxable year ending after the 
date of transfer and to subsequent taxable 
years is as follows: 

(1) The amount of the reduction computed 
under subparagraph <1) of this paragraph 
with respect to the investment credit carry¬ 
overs from prior taxable years of X Cor¬ 
poration Is $350 ($700 x 50%). One hundred 
dollars of such reduction Ls first applied 
against and eliminates X’s $100 carryover 
from 1970; $100 of such reduction Is applied 
against and eliminates Y’s $100 carryover 
from 1970; $100 of such reduction is applied 
against and eliminates X’s $100 carryover 
from 1971; the remaining $50 of such reduc¬ 
tion ls applied against Y’s $100 carryover 
from 1971 and reduces such carryover to $50. 
After the reduction, the total carryover to 
the first taxable year of the acquiring cor¬ 
poration ending after the date of transfer is 
$760 (he., Ys $50 carryover from 1971, X*s 
$500 carryover from 1972, and Y’s $200 carry¬ 
over from 1972). 


(11) Since the excess limitation for the 
acquiring corporation’s first taxable year 
ending after the date cf transfer is $500, Y’s 
$50 carryover from 1971 and $450 of X’s 
carr y over from 1972 may be added to the 
amount of credit allowed by section 38 for 
such year. The total carryover to taxable 
years of the acquiring corporation subse¬ 
quent to such first taxable year is $250 (i.e., 
the remainder of X’s carryover from 1972, 
$50, plus Y’s $200 carryover from 1972). 

(b) Special rules for foreign tax 
carryovers. (1) The amount of unused 
foreign tax of a transferor corporation 
which may be carried to taxable years 
of the acquiring corporation ending after 
the date of transfer shall be determined 
under the principles of section 381(c) 
(23) and the regulations thereunder (re¬ 
lating to the carryover of unused invest¬ 
ment credit). Thus, to determine the 
amount of such carryovers as of the close 
of the date of transfer, and to integrate 
them with any carryovers and carry¬ 
backs of the acquiring corporation for 
purposes of determining the amount of 
credit allowed by section 901 to the ac¬ 
quiring corporation for taxable years 
ending after the date of transfer, it is 
necessary to apply the provisions of sec¬ 
tion 904(d) in accordance with the prin¬ 
ciples of section 381(c) (23) and the 
regulations thereunder. 

(2) If the limitation provided in sec¬ 
tion 382(d)(1) applies to the carryover 
of unused foreign taxes of a corporation, 
then for purposes of computing the 
amount of the reduction under para¬ 
graph (a) of this section, the following 
rules shall apply. If all of the unused 
foreign tax carryovers from prior tax¬ 
able years of the corporation are of the 
same origin, the amount of the reduc¬ 
tion shall be determined by applying the 
percentage computed under section 382 
(b) (2) to the total of such carryovers. 
If the unused foreign tax carryovers 
from prior taxable years of the corpora¬ 
tion are not of the same origin, that is, 
where one or more carryovers originated 
in taxable years to which the per-country 
limitation applied and one or more carry¬ 
overs originated in taxable years to which 
the overall limitation applied, or where, 
even though all the carryovers originated 
in per-country limitation years, all of 
such carryovers are not attributable to 
taxes paid or accrued to the same foreign 
country or possession of the United 
States, the amount of the reduction shall 
be determined separately with respect to 
carryovers of the same origin. That is, 
the percentage computed under section 
382(b) (2) shall be applied separately to 
the total of the carryovers originating in 
overall limitation years and separately 
to the total of the carryovers attributable 
to taxes paid or accrued to each particu¬ 
lar country or United States possession 
in per-country limitation years. Thus, if 
a corporation has (as of the close of the 
date of transfer) total unused foreign 
tax carryovers of $200 attributable to 
taxes paid or accrued to country X and 
total unused foreign tax carryovers of 
$150 attributable to taxes paid or accrued 
to country Y from one or more taxable 
years to which the per-country limita¬ 


tion applied, and also has total unused 
foreign tax carryovers of $100 from tax¬ 
able years to which the overall limitation 
applied, and if the percentage computed 
under section 382(b)(2) is 50 percent, 
then the amount of reduction in carry¬ 
overs attributable to taxes paid or ac¬ 
crued to country X is $100, the amount 
of reduction in carryovers attributable 
to taxes paid or accrued to country Y is 
$75, and the amount of reduction in 
carryovers from taxable years to which 
the overall limitation applied is $50. 

(3) After having determined the re¬ 
duction or reductions under subpara¬ 
graph (2) of this paragraph, it is neces¬ 
sary, for purposes of computing unused 
foreign tax carryovers of the transferor 
and acquiring corporations from taxable 
years ending on or before the date of 
transfer to taxable years of the acquiring 
corporation ending after the date of 
transfer, to apply such reduction or re¬ 
ductions against the earliest carryover 
of the same origin, whether a carryover 
of the transferor corporation or of the 
acquiring corporation, which may other¬ 
wise be carried to the first taxable year 
of the acquiring corporation ending after 
the date of transfer, then against the 
next earliest carryover of the same origin 
which may otherwise be carried to such 
first taxable year, etc. To the extent of 
the amount of the reduction, such carry¬ 
overs shall be eliminated and shall not 
be included in computing the total carry¬ 
over to the acquiring corporation’s first 
taxable year ending after the date of 
transfer or to subsequent taxable years. 

(4) The provisions of subparagraphs 
(2) and (3) of this paragraph may be 
illustrated by the following example: 

Example. T, a domestic cor po r a tion, and 
8, a domestic corporation, are organized on 
January 1, 1970. and each makes Its return 
on the basis of the calender year. On Decem¬ 
ber 31,1972, 8 Corporation acquires the assets 
of T Corporation in a reorganization de¬ 
scribed in section 381 (a) (2). Immediately 
after the reorganization, those persons who 
were stockholders of T Corporation imme¬ 
diately before the reorganization, as the re¬ 
sult of owning stock of T, own 10 percent of 
the fair market value of the outstanding 
stock of S, so that T’s foreign tax carryovers 
as of the close of the date of transfer are 
reduced by 60 percent. The unused foreign 
tax carryovers as of the close of the date of 
transfer of T Corporation and 8 Corporation 
for taxable years 1970 through 1972 are as 
follows: 

Vnutcd foreign tax carryover* from year (s') of Origin 

Tnxabfoj T Corporation 8 Corporation 

year (transferor) (acqnirlng) 


1970.. 

1971. 

1972. 


Per conntry: 

Country X—80_ 

Country Y—100... 
Country Z—100. .. 
Per country: 

Country X—150.. 
Country Y—10Q— 
Overall: 

Aggregate—200- 


Per country: 
Country X—m 
Country Y— 

Overall: 

Aggregnte-60. 

Overall: _ 
Aggregate- 


For the first taxable year ending after^ the 
date of transfer, the acquiring corporate, 
which has elected the overall limitation, 
an excess limitation of $200 (l.c., th f 4 exc J? 
of the limitation based on amount of tax 
such year over the amount of credit ear 
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for such year). The computation of unused 
foreign tax carryovers from prior taxable 
years of the transferor and acquiring cor¬ 
porations to the acquiring corporation’s first 
taxable year ending after the date of transfer 
and to subsequent taxable years Is as follows: 

(1) Unused foreign tax carryovers attribut¬ 
able to country X. The amount of the re¬ 
duction computed under subparagraph (2) 
of this paragraph with respect to the total 
unused foreign tax carryovers from prior 
taxable years of T Corporation attributable 
to taxes paid or accrued to country X Is 
$100 ($200 X 50%). Fifty dollars of such 
reduction is applied against and eliminates 
Ts $50 carryover from 1970. The remaining 
$50 of such reduction Is then applied against 
S’s $100 carryover from 1970 and reduces 
8uch carryover to $50. After the reduction, 
the total carryover to the first taxable year 
of the acquiring corporation ending after 
the date of transfer attributable to taxes 
paid or accrued to country X is $200 (i.e., 
S’s $50 carryover from 1970 and T’s $150 
carryover from 1971). Since the acquiring 
corporation has elected the overall limitation 
for its first taxable year ending after the date 
of transfer, the carryovers attributable to 
country X from per-country limitation years 
may not be applied in such first taxable year 
and the total $200 Is carried to the next suc¬ 
ceeding taxable year. 

(It) Unused foreign tax carryovers attribu¬ 
table to country 7. The amount of the re¬ 
duction computed under subparagraph (2) 
of this paragraph with respect to the total 
unused foreign tax carryovers from prior tax¬ 
able years of T Corporation attributable to 
taxes paid or accrued to country Y Is $100 
($200 x 50%). The total $100 reduction Is ap¬ 
plied against and eliminates Ts carryover 
from 1970. After the reduction, the total car¬ 
ryover to the first taxable year of the acquir¬ 
ing corporation ending after the date of 
transfer attributable to taxes paid or ac¬ 
crued to country Y is ^50 (i.e., S’s $50 car¬ 
ryover from 1970 and T's $100 carryover from 
1971). Since the acquiring corporation has 
elected the overall limitation for its first tax¬ 
able year ending after the date of transfer, 
the carryovers attributable to country Y from 
per-country limitation years may not be ap¬ 
plied in such first taxable year and the total 
$150 Is carried to the next succeeding taxable 
year. 


(Ill) Unused foreign tax carryovers attrib • 
viable to country Z. The amount of reduc¬ 
tion computed under subparagraph (2) o: 
this paragraph with respect to the total un¬ 
used foreign tax carryovers from prior tax¬ 
able years of T Corporation attributable U 
taxes paid or accrued to country Z is $5( 
($100 x 50%). The total $50 reduction is ap¬ 
plied against T's $100 carryover from 197( 
and thus reduces such carryover to the firsi 
taxable year of the acquiring comoratioi 
ending after the date of transfer to $50. Sinct 
fl»e acquiring corporation elected th< 
overall limitation for its first taxable yeai 
ending after the date of transfer, the carry 
over attributable to country Z from the per- 
country limitation year may not be applied 
in such first taxable year and the total $5( 
is carried to the next succeeding taxable year 
(iv) Unused foreign tax carryovers fron 
overall limitation years. The amount of th< 
reduction computed under subparagrapt 
of this paragraph with respect to th< 
wtal unused foreign tax carryovers fron 
prior taxable years of T Corporation to whicl 
1Unltatl °n applied is $100 ($200 >< 
' Plfty dollars of such reduction is ap- 
piled against and eliminates S's $50 carry- 
2* 1971 and the remaining $50 o; 

■^ reduction Is applied against T’s $20( 
1072 and such carry- 

$150. After the reduction, the tota 
yover to the first taxable year of th< 
or corporation ending after the dab 

acci™»? er * attributable to taxes paid oi 
accrued In taxable years to which the overall 


limitation applied Is $250 (Le, T’s $150 carry¬ 
over from 1972 and S’s $100 carryover from 
1972). Since for such first taxable year the 
acquiring corporation has an excess limita¬ 
tion of $200 with respect to carryovers arising 
in overall limitation years, T’s $150 carry¬ 
over from 1972 and $50 of S’s $100 carryover 
from 1972 may be added to the amount of 
credit allowed by section 901 fer such year. 
The total carryover to taxable years of the 
acquiring corporation subsequent to such 
first taxable year attributable to taxes paid 
or accrued In overall limitation years is $50 
(i.e., the remainder of S’s carryover from 
1972, $60). 

(c) Effective date . (1) The limitation 
provided In this section shall apply only 
with respect to reorganizations occurring 
after December 10, 1971, pursuant to a 
plan of reorganization or a contract en¬ 
tered into on or after September 29,1971. 

(2) For purposes of subparagraph (1) 
of this paragraph, a reorganization shall 
be considered to occur on the date of 
transfer as defined in section 381(b) (2) 
and §1.381<b)-l<t>). 

(3) For purposes of subparagraph (1) 
of this paragraph, a plan of reorganiza¬ 
tion or a contract shall be considered to 
have been entered into on the date on 
which the duly authorized representa¬ 
tives of the transferor and acquiring 
corporations enter into an agreement 
evidencing the plan of reorganization, or 
on the date on which the plan of reor¬ 
ganization is adopted by the shareholders 
of the transferor and acquiring corpora¬ 
tions, whichever occurs earlier. 

Paragraph 1. Section 1.305-3 Cb) is 
amended by adding a sentence in paren¬ 
thesis immediately after the third sen¬ 
tence of subparagraph (3) to read as 
follows: 

§ 1.303—3 Disproportionate distribu¬ 
tions. 

• • ♦ ♦ ♦ 

<b> Special rules. • • * 

(3) * • • (Under section 305(d)(2), 
the payment of interest to a holder of a 
convertible debenture is treated as a dis¬ 
tribution of property to a shareholder 
for purposes of section 305(b)(2).) • • • 

§ 1.303—5 [Amended] 

Par. 2. Example (6) of § 1.305-5U1) is 
amended by deleting from the last sen¬ 
tence “call premium” and inserting in 
lieu thereof “call price”. 

[FR Doc.74-23998 Filed 10-16-74;8:45 ami 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 984 ] 

WALNUTS GROWN IN CALIFORNIA, 
OREGON, AND WASHINGTON 

Proposed Marketing Percentages for the 
1974—75 Marketing Year 

Notice is hereby given of a proposal to 
establish free and surplus marketing 
percentages and withholding factors for 
the 1974-75 marketing year as follows: 
California—69 percent, 31 percent, and 
44.9 percent, respectively: and Oregon- 
Washington—84.5 percent, 15.5 percent, 
and 18.3 percent, respectively. The 1974- 
75 marketing year began on August 1, 
1974. The proposed percentages would be 
established in accordance with the pro¬ 


visions of the marketing agreement, as 
amended, and Order No. 984, as amended 
(7 CFR Part 984; 39 FR 35327), regulat¬ 
ing the handling of walnuts grown in 
California, Oregon, and Washington. The 
amended agreement and order are effec¬ 
tive under the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601-674). 

The proposed percentages were recom¬ 
mended by the Walnut Marketing Board 
pursuant to § 984.48 of the marketing 
agreement and order program. The 
Board’s recommendation is based on 
estimates for the current marketing 
year of supply and inshell and shelled 
trade demands adjusted for handler 
carryover. The total 1974-75 supply sub¬ 
ject to regulation is estimated at 122.7 
million pounds kernelweight. Inshell and 
shelled demands adjusted for handler 
carryover are estimated at 24.7 and 59.5 
million pounds kernelweight, respec¬ 
tively, or a total demand of 84.2 
million pounds kernelweight. The free 
percentage for California is computed 
by dividing the total demand by the sup¬ 
ply subject to regulation. In recognition 
of marketing and production differences, 
the order specifies that the surplus per¬ 
centage for Oregon-Washington be one- 
half that for California. 

The free percentages prescribe that 
portion of the total merchantable supply 
which may be handled in domestic mar¬ 
kets. Hie surplus percentages prescribe 
that portion of the total supply subject 
to regulation which must be withheld as 
surplus and diverted to export, oil, live¬ 
stock feed, or other outlets the Board 
finds to be noncompetitive with domestic 
markets. 

Consideration will be given to any 
written data, views, or arguments per¬ 
taining to the proposal which are re¬ 
ceived by the Hearing Clerk, U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture, Room 112, Admin¬ 
istration Building, Washington, D.C. 
20250, not later than October 30, 1974. 
All written submissions made pursuant 
to this notice should be in quadruplicate 
and will be made available for public in¬ 
spection at the office of the Hearing Clerk 
during regular business hours. <7 CFR 
1.27(b)). 

The proposal is as follows: 

§ 984.221 Free and surplus percentages 
and withholding factors for walnuts 
during the 1974—75 marketing year. 

The free and surplus percentages, and 
withholding factors during the market¬ 
ing year beginning August 1, 1974, shall 
be as follows: 



California 

Oregon- 

Washingum 

Free per centavos. 

m 

84.5 

Surplus percentages.... 

ai 

15.6 

Withholding (actors.... 

44.0 

18.8 


Dated: October 8,1974. 

Charles R. Brader, 
Deputy Director . 
Fruit and Vegetable Division. 
[FR Doc.74-23952 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 
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Commodity Credit Corporation 
[ 7 CFR Part 1464 ] 

CIGAR TOBACCO 

Proposed Grade Loan Rates for Price 
Support on 1974-Crop Tobacco 

Notice is hereby given that CCC is 
considering the grade loan rates to be 
applied in making price support available 
on 1974 crop cigar tobacco. 

Consideration will be given to data, 
views, and recommendations pertaining 
to the loan rates set out in this notice 
which are submitted in writing to the 
Director, Tobacco and Peanut Division, 
Agricultural Stabilization and Conserva¬ 
tion Service, United States Department 
of Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 20250. 
In order to be sure of consideration, all 
submissions must be received by the 
Director on or before November 15, 1974. 
All written submissions made pursuant 
to this notice will be made available for 
public inspection at the office of the 
Director during the regular business 
hours (8:15 a.m. to 4:45 p.m.) (7 CFR 
1.27(b)). 

Under the Tobacco Loan Program pub¬ 
lished June 6, 1974 (39 FR 20066), 
amended August 23. 1974 (39 FR 30477), 
CCC proposes to establish loan rates by 
grades for the 1974 crop Ohio filler 
tobacco, types 42-44, Connecticut Valley 
broadleaf tobacco, type 51, Connecticut 
Valley Havana seed tobacco, type 52, New 
York and Pennsylvania Havana seed 
tobacco, type 53. and Southern Wisconsin 
tobacco, type 54, Northern Wisconsin 
tobacco, type 55, and Puerto Rican 
tobacco, type 46. as set forth herein. 
These proposed rates, calculated to pro¬ 
vide the level of support of 59.4 cents 
per pound for types 51-52, 44.6 cents per 
pound for type 46 and 42.9 cents per 
pound for types 42-44, 53-55, as deter¬ 
mined under section 1C6 of the Agricul¬ 
tural Act of 1949 (7 UJS.C. 1445), are as 
follows: 

§ 1464.22 1974 Crop—Ohio Filler To¬ 

bacco, Types 42—44, Loan Schedule. 1 

(Dollars per hundred pounds, farm sales 


weight) 

Grade Loan rate 

Crop run (stripped together): 

XI--44. 00 

X2.41.00 

X3..38.00 

X4__ 33. 50 

Nondescript: N_23.50 


§ 1464.23 1974 Crop—Connecticut Val¬ 

ley Broadleaf Tobacco, Type 51 Loan 
Schedule. 3 


(Dollars per hundred pounds, farm sales 
weight) 


Grade 


Loan rate 


Binders: 

B1_ 

B2_ 

B3. 

B4.. 

B5_ 

Non-Binders: XI 


80.00 
72. 00 
63.00 
52.00 
40.00 
39.00 


‘Tobacco is eligible for loan only If con¬ 
signed by the original producer. No loan 
is authorized for tobacco graded "S'* * (scrap) 
or designated. "No-G" (no grade). The co¬ 
operative association through which price 
support is made available is authorized to 


§ 1464.24 1974 Oop—Connecticut Val¬ 

ley Havana Seed Tobacco, Type 52, 
lx>an Schedule.* • 

(Dollars per hundred pounds, farm sales 
weight) 


Grade Loan rate 

Binders: 

B1 *.75. 00 

B2__67.00 

B3...60.00 

B4..51.00 

B5.—...46.00 

Non-Binders: XI..39.00 


§ 1464.25 1974 Crop—New York and 

Pennsylvania Havana Seed Tobacco, 
Type 53, and Southern Wisconsin 
Tobacco, Type 54, Loan Schedule. 4 

(Dollars per hundred pounds, farm 
sales weight) 

Grade Loan rate 


Crop-Run: 

XI.. 48.00 

X2. 43.60 

X3.36. 50 

Farm Fillers: 

Y1__31.50 

Y2 .29.50 

Y3...27.50 

Nondescript: 

N1...29.00 

N2.23.00 


§ 1464.26 1974 Crop—Northern Wis¬ 

consin Tobacco, Type 55, Loan 
Schedule.* 


(Dollars per hundred pounds, farm 
sales weight) 

Grade Loan rate 


Binders: 
B1 .. 
B2 ... 
B3 

Strippers: 
Cl — 
C2 .. 
C3 


60. 00 
61.00 
55.00 

50. 00 
43. 50 
34.00 


(Dollars per hundred pounds, farm sales 
weight) 


Grade 
Crop run: 

XI . 

X2 _ 

X3 - 

Farm Fillers: 

Y1. 

Y2_ 

Y3. 

Nondescript: 

N1_ 

N2. 


Loan rate 
48.00 

_43.00 

.... 32.00 

_35.00 

32.00 
_30.00 

_28.00 

_22.00 


§ 1464.27 1974 Crop—Puerto Rican To¬ 
bacco, Type 46, Loan Schedule." 

(Dollars per hundred pounds, farm sales 
weight) 

Grade Loan rate 

Price block I (Clf and C1P)- 50 00 

Price block II (X1F, X1P, and X1S)._ 43 50 
Pries block HI (X2T, X2F, X2P, and 

X2S) .34.50 

Price block IV (N). 21.00 

Signed at Washington, D.C. on Octo¬ 
ber 8,1974. 

Glenn A. Weir, 

Acting Executive Vice Presi¬ 
dent, Commodity Credit 
Corporation . 

(FR Doc.74-24002 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 amj 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 
[ 14 CFR Par: 71 ] 

(Airspace Docket No. 74-EA-72 \ 

TRANSITION AREA 
Proposed Alteration and Designation 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering amending § 71.181 of 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation regula¬ 
tions so as to alter the Westminster, 
Md., Transition Area (39 FR 611), and 
designate a Westminster, Md. (Clear- 
view Airpark) Transition Area. 

A new VOR instrument approach pro¬ 
cedure has been developed for Clear- 
view Airpark, Westminster, Md.. predi¬ 
cated on the Westminster VORTAC and 
will require designation of a part-time 
Westminster, Md. (Clearview Airpark) 
Transition Area to provide controled air¬ 
space for aircraft executing the instru¬ 
ment approach procedure. It will also be 
necessary to revise the present West¬ 
minster, Md. Transition Area by amend¬ 
ing the caption to read “Westminster, 
Md. (Westminster Airport) ” to differen¬ 
tiate between the two. 

Interested parties may submit such 
written data or views as they may de¬ 
sire. Communications should be sub¬ 
mitted in triplicate to the Director, 
Eastern Region, Attn: Chief, Air Traf¬ 
fic Division, Department of Transporta¬ 
tion, Federal Aviation Administration, 


deduct from the amount paid the grower 
$1 per hundred pounds to apply against 
overhead and receiving costs. 

* Tobacco is eligible for loan only if con¬ 
signed by the original producer. No loan 
Is authorized for tobacco graded "Nr* 
or "N2 M (nondescript) or “S” (scrap), or 
designated "No-G" (no grade). The coop¬ 
erative association through which price sup¬ 
port is made available Is authorized to 
deduct from the amount paid the grower 
$1 per hundred pounds to apply against 
overhead and receiving costs. 

‘Tobacco ts eligible for loan only If con¬ 
signed by the original producer. No loan 
1 a authorized for tobacco graded "Nl" or 
"N2" (nondescript) or "S” (scrap), or 
designated “No-G" (no grade). The coop¬ 
erative association through which price sup¬ 
port is made available is authorized to 
deduct from the amount paid the grower 
$1 per hundred pounds to apply against 
overhead and receiving costs. 

‘Tobacco Is eligible for loan only if con¬ 
signed by the original producer. No loan Is 


authorized for tobacco graded “S" (scrap) or 
designated, "No-G" (no grade). The coopera¬ 
tive association through which price 8U PP° r ’ 
is made available Is authorized to deduct 
from the amount paid the grower $1 P® 
hundred pounds to apply against overnea 


nd receiving co3ts. 

c Tobacco Is eligible for loan only ir con 
igned by tho original producer. No loan 1 
uthorlzed for tobacco graded “S’* (scrap) 
esignated. "No-G" (no grade). The cooper- 
Uve association through which price sup 
ort Is made available as authorized to 
uct from the amount paid the grower 8 P 
undred pounds to apply against over ♦ 
nd receiving costs. 

* Tobacco is eligible for loan only li «> 
Igned by the original producer. No loan 1 
uthorlzed for tobacco graded “S (s<W) 
esignated. "No-G” (no grade). The 
tive association through which price 8 / 
ort Is made available is authorized 
uct from the amount paid the grower $ P 
undred pounds to apply against o\ 
nrt rArAlvIncr mats. 
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Federal Building, John P. Kennedy In¬ 
ternational Airport, Jamaica, New York 
11430. All communications received on 
or before November 15, 1974, will be 
considered before action is taken on the 
proposed amendment. No hearing is 
contemplated at this time, but arrange¬ 
ments may be made for informal con¬ 
ferences with Federal Aviation Admin¬ 
istration officials by contacting the 
Chief, Airspace and Procedures Branch, 
Eastern Region. 

Any data or views presented during 
such conferences must also be sub¬ 
mitted in writing in accordance with 
this notice in order to become part of 
the record for consideration. The pro¬ 
posal contained in this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments re¬ 
ceived. 

The official docket will be available for 
examination by interested parties at 
the Office of Regional Counsel, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Federal Build¬ 
ing, John F. Kennedy International Air¬ 
port, Jamaica, New York. 

The Federal Aviation Administration, 
having completed a review of the air¬ 
space requirements for the terminal area 
of Westminster, Maryland, proposes the 
airspace action hereinafter set forth: 

1. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71. Federal 
Aviation regulations so as to amend the 
Westminster, Md. Transition Area by 
deleting the caption “Westminster, Md.” 
and inserting the caption “Westminster, 
Md. (Westminister Airport)" in lieu 
thereof. 

2. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71, Federal 
Aviation regulations so as to designate 
a Westminster, Md. (Clearview Airpark) 
Transition Area as follows: 

Westminster, Md. (Clearview Airpark) 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius 
of the center, 39*28'01" N.. 77*01'00" W. of 
Clearview Airpark, Westminster, Md.; within 
a 5.5-mlle radius of the center of the airport, 
extending clockwise from a 350* bearing to 
a 045* bearing from the airport and within 
2 -5 mhos each side of the Westminster 
VORTAC 048° radial, extend l rg from the 5- 
DUle radius area to 6 mti^ northeast of the 
VORTAC. This Transition Area Is effective 
from sunrise to sunset, daily. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 
jnd section 6(c) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 UB.C. 1655(c)). 

1974 Ued ln Jamaica ’ N Y - on October 1, 

L. J. Cardinali, 

Deputy Director , Eastern Region. 

[PR Doc.74-23981 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 

[ 14CFR Part 71] 

I Airspace Docket No. 74-EA-70] 
TRANSITION AREA 
Proposed Designation 

. .federal Aviation Administration 
k considering amending $ 71.181 of Part 

o 0f Federal Aviation regulations 
” des tenate a Clearfield, Pa. Tran¬ 
sition Area. 

V< ? R Instrument approach pro- 
ceaure has been developed for Clearfield- 


Lawrence Airport, Clearfield, Pa., and 
will require designation of a Clearfield, 
Pa. Transition Area to provide controlled 
airspace for aircraft executing the IFR 
arrival and departure procedures. 

Interested parties may submit such 
written data or views as they may desire. 
Communications should be submitted ln 
triplicate to the Director, Eastern Re¬ 
gion, Attn: Chief, Air Traffic Division, 
Department of Transportation, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Federal Build¬ 
ing, John F. Kennedy International Air¬ 
port. Jamaica. New York 11430. All com¬ 
munications received on or before No¬ 
vember If, 1974, will be considered be¬ 
fore action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. No hearing is contemplated 
at this time, but arrangements may be 
made for informal conferences with Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Administration officials by 
contacting the Chief, Airspace and Pro¬ 
cedures Branch, Eastern Region. 

Any data or views presented during 
such conferences must also be submitted 
in writing in accordance with tills no¬ 
tice in order to become part of the 
record for consideration. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

The official docket will be available for 
examination by interested parties at the 
Office of Regional Counsel, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration. Federal Building, 
John F. Kennedy International Airport, 
Jamaica, New York. 

The Federal Aviation Administration, 
having completed a review of the air¬ 
space requirements for the terminal area 
of Clearfield, Pennsylvania, proposes the 
airspace action hereinafter set forth: 

1. Amend 5 71.181 of Part 71 Federal 
Aviation Regulations by adding the fol¬ 
lowing: 

Clearfield, Pa. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within an 8.5-mile 
radius or the center, 41*02'57"N„ 78"24'53" 
W., of Clearfield-Lawrence Airport, Clearfield, 
Pa., within a 10-mlle radius of the center of 
the airport, extending clockwise from a 134* 
bearing to a 238 5 bearing from the airport; 
within an 11.5-mile radius of the center of 
the airport, extending clockwise from a 238* 
bearing to a 057° bearing from the airport. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 195C (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 
and section 6(c) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)). 


Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on October 1. 
1974. 


L. J. Cardinali, 

Deputy Director , Eastern Region . 
(PR Doc.74 23982 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 amj 


National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

[ 49 CFR Part 571 ] 

[Docket No. 74-30; Notice 2| 

DOOR LOCKS AND DOOR RETENTION 
COMPONENTS 

Extension of Comment Period 

Tliis notice extends until December 13, 
1974, the period for comments to the 
notice, published August 14, 1974 (39 


FR 29198), proposing clarification of the 
test procedure for longitudinal and 
transverse latch load tests. 

The original comment closing date, as 
corrected (39 FR 30048), was October 14, 
1974. This limited comment period was 
chosen because the proposed changes are 
relatively minor and the NHTSA antic¬ 
ipated little or no reaction to them. 

Toyo Kogyo Co. (Mazda) requested an 
extension in order to be able to submit 
comments based on the results of its cur¬ 
rent testing program. The company 
stated that without completing this test¬ 
ing it could not know whether its latches 
would meet the standard under the pro¬ 
posed procedure, because its previous 
compliance testing did not incorporate 
the proposed clarifications. Because the 
proposed effective date of the amend¬ 
ments will have to be postponed if de¬ 
sign changes are necessary to door 
latches now in production, the NHTSA 
has decided to extend the comment 
period for 60 days. 

(S-C5. 103. 119, Pub. L. 89-563, 80 Stat. 718 
(15 UjS.C. 1392, 1407); delegations of au¬ 
thority at 49 CFR 1.51 and 501.8.) 

Issued on October 9, 1974. 

Robert L. Carter, 
Associate Administrator , 
Motor Vehicle Programs. 

JFR Doc.74-23962 Filed 10-10-74; 10:24 am) 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[ 40 CFR Part 162 ] 

[PRL 272-0] 

PESTICIDE PROGRAMS 

Proposed Registration, Reregistration, 
and Classification Procedures 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to tne authority of Section 3 of the Fed¬ 
eral Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenti- 
cide Act (FIFRA) as amended by the 
Federal Environmental Pesticide Control 
Act of 1972 (FEPCA) (P.L. 92-516, 86 
Stat. 973), the Administrator of the En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
proposes to amend 40 CFR Part 162. The 
proposed regulation shall read as set 
forth below. The intent of this proposed 
rulemaking is to revise present proce¬ 
dures for the registration of pesticides 
and establish procedures for the reregis¬ 
tration and classification of pesticides 
to conform with the provisions of FIFRA, 
as amended. 

Statutory Authority 

Section 3 of the amended FIFRA pro¬ 
vides for the registration of all pesticides 
ship_>ed in both intrastate and interstate 
commerce. It also provides, as a part of 
registration, for the classification of pes¬ 
ticide uses for either general or restricted 
use. Section 3 and the regulation imple¬ 
menting it are thus at the heart of the 
pesticide regulatory process. Section 
3(c)(5) of FIFRA sets forth the follow¬ 
ing four factors which must be consid¬ 
ered by the Agency before a pesticide 
product can be reglsterec: 

The Administrator shall register a 
pesticide if he determines that, when 
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considered with any restrictions imposed 
under subsection (d): 

(A) Its composition is such as to war¬ 
rant the proposed claims for it; 

(B) Its labeling ond other material 
required to be submitted comply with the 
requirements of this Act; 

(C) It will perform its intended func¬ 
tion without unreasonable adverse ef¬ 
fects on the environment; and 

(D) When used in accordance with 
widespread and commonly recognized 
practice it will not generally cause un¬ 
reasonable adverse effects on the en¬ 
vironment. 

Section 3(c)(6) provides that if the 
Administrator determines that any of 
these requirements are not satisfied, the 
registration application will not be 
approved. 

Section 3(d) also provides that a pesti¬ 
cide shall be classified for restricted use 
if its use without additional regulatory 
restriction “may cause unreasonable ad¬ 
verse effects on the environment”, and 
may be limited to certified applicators or 
made “subject to such other restrictions 
as the Administrator may provide by 
regulation.” 

Section 4(c)(1) of FEPCA provides 
that the Administrator shall promulgate 
regulations for the registration and 
classification of pesticides under section 
3 of the amended FIFRA by October 21, 
1974. Section 4(c) (2) provides that “the 
Administrator shall register and re¬ 
classify pesticides registered” prior to 
October 21, 1974, under the regulations 
prov ided under section 4(c)(1) of 
FEPCA, by October 21, 1976. This means 
that the Agency is directed to apply its 
new registration and classification regu¬ 
lations to all currently registered prod¬ 
ucts, numbering approximately 33,000. 
The Agency must register and classify 
each of the uses of these products, a 
task which involves the application of 
a number of criteria to each product. 
Although much of the data needed to 
support this application is already avail¬ 
able, additional data must be generated 
by the applicant in a number of cases. 
Increasing this workload even further, 
section 3(a) of the amended FIFRA ex¬ 
tends the requirement for Federal regis¬ 
tration to intrastate products which 
previously were not required to be regis¬ 
tered with this Agency. It is estimated 
that this extended jurisdiction will result 
in 10,000 to 15.000 new Federal registra¬ 
tions. The only exception from Federal 
registration for intrastate products is 
that prov ided by section 24(c) of the 
amended FIFRA, allowing State regis¬ 
tration of pesticides to meet “special 
local needs” by States “certified by the 
Administrator as capable of exercising 
adequate controls to assure that such 
registration will be in accord with the 
purposes of the Act.” These mandates 
have been addressed and provided for 
in the proposed regulation. 

The proposed regulation that follows 
recites these statutory provisions and sets 
forth with specificity their intended ap¬ 
plication by the Agency in registering 
and classifying pesticides. Many of the 


provisions are currently in effect in the 
extant registration regulation (40 CFR 
162). However, a number of other pro¬ 
visions represent either modifications of 
existing policies or the establishment of 
new policies responsive to the mandate 
of the amended FIFRA. 

Environmental Considerations 

Unlike other environmental contami¬ 
nants. pesticides are deliberately intro¬ 
duced into the environment. Thus, the 
decision as to which pesticides are reg¬ 
istered. that is to say, which can legally 
be used and for what purposes, is of 
critical importance. 

There is a long histo ry of pesticide 
registration under FIFRA. However, in 
the past only extreme options have been 
available: to register or deny registra¬ 
tion, or to continue registration or cancel. 
Thus, a pesticide both beneficial for cer¬ 
tain limited purposes and hazardous had 
either to be registered, thereby becom¬ 
ing generally available and potentially a 
menace to health and the environment, 
or to be denied registration altogether, 
thereby eliminating any potential bene¬ 
fit. The registration decision under 
amended FIFRA and this proposed reg¬ 
ulation. however, is significantly more 
sophisticated. In addition to registration 
for general use with general availability, 
the possibility now exists for registration 
with restrictions appropriate to the na¬ 
ture and degree of hazard posed by a 
particular pesticide use. 

Hazards associated with the use and 
misuse of pesticides can be divided into 
two categories: short-term hazards, in¬ 
cluding acute health effects and localized 
environmental effects, and long-term 
hazards, including potential chronic 
health effects, and diffuse environmental 
effects, i.e. those extending beyond the 
immediate site of application. 

Short-term hazards are largely asso¬ 
ciated with improper handling and use 
of toxic pesticides by individual applica¬ 
tors. The appropriate mechanism to re¬ 
duce hazard attributable to misue or 
carelessness would be restriction of spe¬ 
cific pesticide uses to certified applica¬ 
tors or persons under their direct super¬ 
vision. To be certified, applicators must 
demonstrate knowledge both of pesticide 
hazards and of the techniques and pre¬ 
cautions necessary to avoid accident or 
injury. 

If on the other hand the hazard is of 
a chronic or diffuse nature, as for ex¬ 
ample potential carcinogenicity or long¬ 
term reproductive impairment of non¬ 
target species, greater control over the 
actual application of the pesticide would 
not necessarily reduce the risk. Such risk 
may well result not from misuse, but 
simply from the nature and character¬ 
istics of the pesticide, such as persistence 
or mobility in the environment, or a 
tendency to bioaccumulate in food 
chains. If potential adverse chronic or 
diffuse effects are demonstrated, the 
amended FIFRA allows for registration 
with other restrictions instead of, or in 
addition to. certified applicator restric¬ 


tions. Such restrictions would be pre¬ 
scribed by regulation and would limit use 
of affected pesticides to only those cir¬ 
cumstances and in only those quantities 
such that the benefits of their use would 
clearly exceed the associated risk. 

The final option of refusal to register 
Is still available when it is determined 
that appropriate terms and conditions of 
registration are not available that would 
allow use of a pesticide without its caus¬ 
ing unreasonable adverse effects. This 
proposed regulation includes indices by 
which pesticides potentially posing such 
an unacceptable risk can be identified. 

The net impact of this proposed regu¬ 
lation is a refinement of the decision 
process by which pesticides are registered 
and thereby aliow r ed to be introduced into 
the environment. The proposed regula¬ 
tion reflects the mandate of amended 
FIFRA to register pesticide products un¬ 
der appropriate specific conditions and 
restrictions to assure that human health 
and the environment are not exposed to 
unreasonable risk. 

Major Provisions of the Proposed 
Regulation 

The significant new provisions of this 
proposed regulation are §§ 162.8 Data in 
support of registration , 162.11 Unreason¬ 
able adverse effects , 162.10 Labeling re¬ 
quirements , and 162.15 Rules concerning 
certain pesticides. These sections will be 
discussed in that order. The remaining 
sections of the proposed regulation are 
essentially a carryover from prior regu¬ 
lations and policies on pesticide registra¬ 
tion. However, some changes have been 
made and a detailed reading of the pro¬ 
posed regulation is advised. 

Determination of the degree of restric¬ 
tion appropriate for a pesticide is based 
on the evaluation of data submitted by 
the applicant for registration describing 
the pesticide’s characteristics. Section 
162.8 of the proposed regulation sets 
forth the basic data required to deter¬ 
mine the registrability, classification, and 
required label statements of each prod¬ 
uct. Such data requirements cover the 
efficacy of the product, its general and 
environmental chemistry, and its human 
and environmental hazard potential. 
However, because of the many types of 
pesticides included under the jurisdiction 
of the amended FIFRA and the varying 
factors which are relevant to each, § 162.8 
establishes only the basic data require¬ 
ments applicable to all pesticides. The 
Registration Guidelines, required to be 
published by section (3) (c) (2) of the 
amended FIFRA, will specify in greater 
detail the data needed to support regis¬ 
tration of various types of pesticides. 
Section 162.8(c) also specifies the addi¬ 
tional data that will be required to sup¬ 
port continued registration of currently 
registered products. 

The amended FIFRA requires the Ad¬ 
ministrator to apply the statutory cri¬ 
terion of “unreasonable adverse effects 
on the environment” in several contexts, 
including the classification determina¬ 
tion, the approval or denial of a regis¬ 
tration application, and a decision to 
cancel or suspend a registered pesticide. 
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Section 2<bb) of the Act defines the term 
as meaning “any unreasonable risk to 
man or the environment, taking into ac¬ 
count the economic, social, and environ¬ 
mental costs and benefits of the use of 
any pesticide/' Yet, as is stated in the 
proposed regulation, even though the 
term is the same, in different regulatory 
contexts the threshold of “unreasonable¬ 
ness” will vary, as will the range and 
quantity of data considered and the em¬ 
phasis placed on each element of the 
analysis. In other words, a finding of 
“unreasonableness” reflects the Admin¬ 
istrator’s determination that, in a spe¬ 
cific regulatory context which defines the 
nature and quantum of relevant evi¬ 
dence, the likelihocd of an unreasonable 
risk is present. In § 162.11 of the proposed 
regulation, the specific factors and cri¬ 
teria relevant to a determination of 
“unreasonable adverse effects” for indi¬ 
vidual pesticide uses are established. 

Section 162.11 contains specific nu¬ 
merical acute toxicity criteria for indicat¬ 
ing the appropriate degree of regulatory 
control over the potential acute hazard 
a pesticide poses to applicators, the gen¬ 
eral public, and environment. It also 
contains qualitative criteria for weigh¬ 
ing chronic and diffuse effects. How¬ 
ever, the use classification and ultimate 
registrability of a pesticide will not be 
determined solely by these criteria. 
Rather, these criteria will be used by 
the Agency and by industry as indices 
of a product’s probable registration and 
classification status. 

For example, products which meet the 
criteria for general use classification 
under § 162.11(c) will probably be clas¬ 
sified for general use, but other evidence, 
such as history of widespread misuse or 
accidents might lead to a restricted use 
classification. 

Conversely, a product identified by 
the appropriate criteria as a candidate 
for restricted use classification would 
not automatically be so restricted. 
Rather, the labeling of the product 
would be evaluated to determine if the 
hazard can be reduced by the label di¬ 
rections for use and precautionary state¬ 
ments and/or improved packaging. The 
proposed regulation in 5 162.11(c)(3) 
established five factors which will be 
weighed in making this classification 
decision. The factors focus on the (1) 
complexity of the use directions, ( 2 ) se¬ 
verity of the effects if the directions are 
deviated from to a minor degree, ( 3 ) 
“widespread and commonly recognized” 
use practices which may nullify the di¬ 
rections, (4) need for specialized appli¬ 
cation or protective equipment, and ( 5 ) 
likelihood of adverse effects even if di¬ 
rections for use are fully complied with. 
This evaluation of labeling is of a judg¬ 
mental character and leaves the Agency 
with a degree of discretion in making 
final classification decisions. 

Paragraph (c) of 5 162.11 establishes 
the detailed criteria and factors control¬ 
ling the classification of product uses. 
Subparagraphs ( 1 ) and ( 2 ) of para¬ 
graph (c) set forth indices for new reg¬ 
istrations and for currently registered 


products. The Agency has decided that 
wherever possible it will utilize existing 
product information in classifying cur¬ 
rently registered products. Therefore 
the classification scheme contained in 
5 162.11(c) (2) will use the Categories of 
Toxicity which have already been as¬ 
signed for currently registered products. 
While these indices are not as extensive 
as those contained in § 162.11(c)(1) for 
new registrations, the Agency can sup¬ 
plement the accuracy of Categories of 
Toxicity determinations through acci¬ 
dent and use history records and rele¬ 
vant monitoring data. 

However, accident and use history rec¬ 
ords are reliable indicators only of 
acute health effects and localized en¬ 
vironmental effects. Because of the rel¬ 
ative immediacy of these effects, the of¬ 
fending pesticide can be readily identi¬ 
fied. Long-term adverse effects on both 
human health and the environment, on 
the other hand, are much more difficult 
to trace back to a particular pesticide. 
There may be an extensive delay be¬ 
tween exposure and manifestation of ef¬ 
fects, or the effects may only appear as 
a result of repeated, low-level exposure. 
In either case, the problem is made even 
more difficult by the great number of 
other environmental contaminants to 
which an organism can be exposed dur¬ 
ing the period before the appearance of 
observable effects. 

Reliance upon use history records, 
therefore, cannot substitute for direct 
laboratory and field testing of potential 
long-term effects. For these reasons, the 
regulation spells out extensive chronic 
testing requirements for currently regis¬ 
tered pesticides. Current registrations of 
pesticides for which additional long-term 
data are required will be extended for a 
sufficient time to allow development of 
such data. 

Both subparagraphs (1) and (2) con¬ 
tain different criteria to be applied ac¬ 
cording to the intended use of the pesti¬ 
cide. The categories are domestic use, 
nondomestic use, and outdoor applica¬ 
tions. Every use will, of course, be either 
domestic or nondomestic. In addition, 
domestic and nondomestic uses may also 
be intended for outdoor application and 
therefore may also be required to meet 
those criteria. 

In § 162.11(b), the proposed regulation 
provides that there will arise a rebuttable 
presumption against new or continued 
registration of any pesticide with ex¬ 
tremely high acute toxicity character¬ 
istics or which produces in laboratory or 
field situations any evidence of on co¬ 
gen icity, teratogenicity, or multitest evi¬ 
dence of mutagenicity; or which can be 
expected to produce under use conditions 
serious subacute, chronic or delayed 
toxis effects from single or multiple ex¬ 
posures. As the paragraph states: 

Upon such a finding the party seeking 
new or continued registration of the pesti¬ 
cide product must sustain an additional 
affirmative burden of proof either that the 
risk is not so great as appears Initially, or 
that such risk is outweighed by the economic, 
social, and environmental benefits of the use 
of the pesticide. 


Once again the indices are not the 
final determinant of regulatory action, 
but in those cases where the potential 
risk is as high as is indicated by the 
criteria in Section 162.11(b), great care 
must be taken in reviewing arguments 
and data submitted to rebut such a pre¬ 
sumption of unregistrability. 

Section 162.10 of the proposed regula¬ 
tion discusses labeling requirements and 
serves two purposes. First, it implements 
‘ the new labeling requirements of 
amended FIFRA concerning statements 
of use classification, producing estab¬ 
lishment registration numbers, manda¬ 
tory reentry intervals, and requirements 
for satisfactory disposal practices. Sec¬ 
ond, it attempts to improve the quality 
of labels in terms of communication to 
pesticide users by grouping required 
precautionary statements together and 
by imposing a minimum type size for all 
required text. More sweeping changes in 
labeling requirements, recommended by 
many particinants in the recent National 
Pesticide Labeling Svmposium, will be 
deferred until after the completion of 
the reregistration effort. 

Finally, § 162.15, Rules Concerning 
Certain Pesticides, is intended as an 
open-ended section to include regula¬ 
tions the Agency promulgates in the 
future affecting registration or classifi¬ 
cation of specific pesticides. 

Intrastate Product Registration 

Under the 1947 FIFRA, Federal regis¬ 
tration of a pesticide product intended 
solely for intrastate commerce was not 
requi red. Section 3(a) of the amended 
FIFRA establishes Federal jurisdiction 
over intrastate products. 

Registrants of products registered by 
States as of the effective date of these 
regulations will be required to submit 
within 60 days of that date, on forms 
provided by the Agency, for each af¬ 
fected product, notice of application for 
Federal registration (see § 162.16). This 
submission will include; 

(1) The name and mailing address of 
the registrant 

(2) The State in which the product is 
registered 

(3) The State registration number of 
the product 

(4) The product name 

(5) A list of the product’s active in¬ 
gredients in descending order of con¬ 
centration 

( 6 ) The type and broad use pattern 
of the product 

(7) One complete copy of the labeling 
approved by the State. 

Those registrants who submit such 
notice will then be notified by the Agency 
when to submit the full application 
statement for new registration, including 
required supporting data. 

Registrants of products now registered 
by a State should not submit a full ap¬ 
plication statement for Federal regis¬ 
tration until after final promulgation 
of regulations under Section 3. No final 
action is contemplated on applications 
for registration of such intrastate pesti¬ 
cides recently received or which may be 
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submitted prior to the issuance of these 
regulations. 

A State may not issue registrations 
for new products after the effective date 
of these regulations except insofar as 
such registration is performed under a 
program approved under regulations 
prom ulgated under Section 24(c) of the 
FIFRA as amended. However. States 
may renew a registration provided that 
(1) the State registration was in effect 
on the effective date of section 3 regula¬ 
tions. and (2) the intrastate registrant 
has submitted a notice of application for 
Federal registration as prescribed above. 

Enforcement Policy 

In accordance with section 4(d) of 
the Federal Environmental Pesticide 
Control Act of 1972, no person shall be 
subject to any criminal or civil penalty 
under the Federal Insectici de. Fu ngicide 
and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA). as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 136 et seq.) for any 
violation occurring before the expiration 
of 60 days after the publication of 
effective regulations or such other action 
has been taken to permit compliance 
with the Act. Accordingly, the Agency 
has interpreted various provisions of 
FIFRA, as amended, as effective upon 
enactment (See, ''Implementation Plan, 
Pesticide Control Act.’* 38 FR 1142 
(January 9,1973)). Additional provisions 
have been effectuated by the promulga¬ 
tion of regulations (e.g., Section 7. 
“Registration of Pesticide Producing 
Establishments, Submission of Pesticides 
Reports, and Labeling.’* (38 FR 30557 
(November 6, 1973))). Certain provi¬ 
sions of FIFRA, as amended, such as the 
provisions dealing with product classifi¬ 
cation under section 3(d) will not be¬ 
come binding before October 21, 1976. 

For purposes of enforcement during 
the phased implementation of Section 
3 of FIFRA. as amended, the following 
interpretations of statutory enforcement 
authority will apply: 

A. Federally registered products for 
which classification and reregistration 
are sought. After section 3 regulations 
are promulgated. Federally registered 
products for which classification and re¬ 
registration are sought shall be con¬ 
sidered as validly registered, in accord¬ 
ance with section 4 of the 1947 FIFRA 
and its regulations until such time as 
final action is taken upon their applica¬ 
tions for classification and reregistration 
in accordance with provisions of section 
3 of the FIFRA, as amended (See § 162.6 
(e>). Pending final approval of the re¬ 
registration application, violations of 
registration requirements shall be 
charged in accordance with the 1947 
FIFRA. Violations of other provisions of 
the FIFRA, as amended, which became 
effective upon enactment or have since 
been effectuated by regulation, and which 
are not dependent upon the Section 3 
(amended FIFRA) registration require¬ 
ments, shall be charged under the FIFRA. 
as amended. The provisions of Section 
12 of amended FIFRA which are now in 
effect, and under which violations may 
be charged for Federally-registered prod¬ 


ucts during the pendency of their ap¬ 
plications for classification and reregis¬ 
tration under section 3 of the amended 
Act, include the following: 

Sections 12(a)(1)(D), 12(a)(1)(E), in ac¬ 
cordance with the definitions under sections: 
2(q) (1) (A), 2(q) (1) (B) (to be charged in 
accordance with existing regulations): 2(q) 
(1) (C). 2(q) (1) (D), 2(q) (1) (E), 2<q)(i) 
(F) and (O) (except as these relate to Sec¬ 
tion 3(d)): 2(q)(2) (A), 2(q)(2) (C) except 
(v); 2(q)(2) (D). 

(Nora: applicable sections under section 
2q(2) will be charged in acoordance with 
existing regulations) 

Section 12(a)(1)(F) except Insofar as it 
pertains to Section 25(c)(4). 12(a)(2)(A), 
12(a)(2)(B), 12(a)(2)(C). 12(a)(2)(D). 12 
(a)(2)(G), 12(a)(2)(H). 12(a) (2) (I). 12 

(a) (2) (J). 12(a)(2)(H), 12(a)(2)(L). 12 

(a) (2) (M), 12(a) (2) (N). 12(a) (2) (O). 12 
(a)(2)(P). 

B. Products currently hearing only a 
valid State registration and for which 
Federal registration is sought. Within 
sixty (60) days of the effective date of 
regulations pursuant to section 3 of 
FIFRA, as amended, registrants of prod¬ 
ucts currently bearing only a valid State 
registration will be required to submit a 
notice of application for Federal regis¬ 
tration of an intrastate product, as out¬ 
lined in section 162.16 of the proposed 
regulations. Timely filing of thi s noti ce 
will satisfy those requirements of FIFRA, 
as amended, which can be satisfied only 
by Federal registration, and such sanc¬ 
tions of the Act as are related thereto. 
Failure to file the notice of app ication 
in timely fashion will subject the vio¬ 
lator to liability for non-registration 
under FIFRA, us amended (Section 12 
(a)(1)(A)). 

Provided the notice of aoplication for 
Federal registration is filed in timely 
fashion, to the extent unlawful acts un¬ 
der section 12 of FIFRA, as amended, 
relate to Section 3 product registration 
requirements, these violations shall not 
be charged against solely State-regis¬ 
tered products before such time as a 
Federal registration has been finally ap¬ 
proved. Any violations of provisions of 
FIFRA. as amended, which are not de¬ 
pendent on the registration requirements 
of section 3 and which became effective 
upon enactment or have since been ef¬ 
fectuated by regulation, shall be charged 
under section 12 of FIFRA. as amended. 
These shall Include, in addition to sec¬ 
tion 12(a)(1)(A) as noted above, those 
charges enumerated under part A above. 

C. Products currently hearing no valid 
state registration. Certain products cur¬ 
rently being shipped solely within in¬ 
trastate commerce and not bearing a 
State pesticide registration now come 
within the registration requirements of 
FIFRA. inchiding for example certain 
sanitizers and disinfectant-type prod¬ 
ucts. Such products will be treated in the 
same manner as new products which 
must seek initia! registration. Any sale 
or other activity within the jurisdiction 
of FIFRA, as amended, involving such a 
product prior to final approval of the 
Federal registration application will sub¬ 
ject the product to the applicable sanc¬ 


tions of the Act, including non-registra¬ 
tion (Section 12(a)(1)(A)). 

State registered products containing 
chemicals and bearing directions for use 
that have been the subject of denial 
or suspension actions by the Agency, or 
which have been cancelled for substan¬ 
tive causes, such as hazard to the en¬ 
vironment or human health, or absence 
of tolerances under the Federal Food, 
Drug, and C osmet ic Act, will be in viola¬ 
tion of the FIFRA registration require¬ 
ments as of the effective date of the Sec¬ 
tion 3 regulations. However, this will not 
bar persons desiring to register such pes¬ 
ticides from applying to the Agency for 
new r egistra tion pursuant to Section 3 
of the FIFRA. as amended, and the reg¬ 
ulations thereunder. 

Registration Guidelines 

Section 3(c) (2) of the Act provides 
that the Administrator shall publish 
guideline? specifying the kinds of infor¬ 
mation which will be required to support 
the registration of a pesticide. In § 162 8 
of these proposed regulations, references 
are made to the Guidelines as explana¬ 
tory of the ways in which registration 
requirements are to be met. The data 
needed to evaluate different types of pes¬ 
ticides necessarily vary and. in the 
Guidelines, the Agency has delineated 
these varying requirements. The Agency 
is interested in receiving comments on 
the Guidelines; therefore, by October 7, 
1974, the draft Guidelines will be avail¬ 
able for review at the Environmental 
Protection Agency's Headquarters in 
Washington, D.C., and at the Regional 
Offices. A separate Federal Register no¬ 
tice will give further details. These 
Guidelines will be consistent with the 
section 3 regulations as proposed below. 
Any subsequent changes made to the reg¬ 
ulations before they nre finalized may, 
of course, result in corresponding 
changes to the Guidelines. The Agency 
intends within 30 days to issue these 
Guidelines os formal proposals for com¬ 
ment. 

The need for a document such as the 
Guidelines h<rs be en rec ognized for years. 
Even before the FIFRA was amended, 
the Agency had decided to prepare such 
a document. As the Guidelines have been 
developed, several drafts have been made 
available to interested parties. Com¬ 
ments have been received from industry, 
user, and environmental groups. These 
comments have been carefully considered 
and have been incorporated where ap¬ 
propriate. 

These Guidelines fulfill the statutory 
mandate to specify the kinds of informa¬ 
tion necessary to support registration of 
a pesticide. Pursuant to the Act, infor¬ 
mation is required on various product- 
use parameters, including efficacy and 
hazard. The significance and validity of 
such information depend on the test pro¬ 
cedure employed to develop it. Accord¬ 
ingly, the Guidelines will include an Ap¬ 
pendix describing test procedures whicn 
have been determined to be adequate to 
provide data satisfying registration re¬ 
quirements. This is a step which has 
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not been taken In the past with respect 
to Federal regulation of pesticides or 
other chemicals. However, the Agency 
feels that such guidance would be help¬ 
ful to applicants by reducing the uncer¬ 
tainty associated with applications for 
registration and to the public by making 
generally known what information the 
Agency requires before a pesticide is 
registered. 

In the course of preparing this Ap¬ 
pendix, the Agency has actively sought 
the advice of such distinguished profes¬ 
sional groups as the American Institute 
of Biological Sciences, the Association of 
Official Analytical Chemists, and the 
American Society for Testing and Mate¬ 
rials. The test procedures for acute tox¬ 
icity evaluation will be available as ex¬ 
amples of adequate protocols, along with 
the Guidelines on October 7, 1974. Other 
sections, including procedures for evalu¬ 
ating subacute and chronic toxicological 
effects, will not be available for review 
and comment until later. These sections 
will describe test procedures which are 
considered satisfactory by the Agency; 
they will not prescribe registration re¬ 
quirements. The Agency recognizes that 
prospective registrants may be aware of 
other test procedures which are equally 
effective for particular purposes and that 
new ones will be developed in the future. 
It also recognizes that the tests described 
in the Appendix sometimes will not be 
well suited to the evaluation of partic¬ 
ular products. The specific test proce¬ 
dures to be emoloyed may be modified to 
equivalent methods which meet the in¬ 
tent and the reliability of those given in 
the Appendix. 

Development of the Proposals 

Throughout the development of this 
proposed regulation, the Agency has 
taken every opportunity to solicit public 
views and comments. Beginning with the 
January 9, 1973, Federil Register notice 
(38 FR 1142), the Agency stated that 
public comments on the form and con¬ 
tent of the regulations were invited. 
Moreover, the Agency in the January 9, 
1973. notice, set forth its “preliminary 
views” on the regulations, including reg¬ 
istration. Shortly thereafter, the Agency 
held a number of informal public hear¬ 
ings on the classification and registra¬ 
tion provisions under the amended 
FIFRA. Each of the views and comments 
received at these meetings was then con¬ 
sidered in the development of an initial 
draft regulation. 

As the numerous draft proposals have 
been developed by the Agency, they have 
been made available to all interested 
parties. Comments on the drafts have 
been received from State regulatory 
agencies, industry, trade association, en¬ 
vironmental groups, other Federal agen¬ 
cies, and individual Congressmen. Fur¬ 
ther, representatives of the Office of Pes¬ 
ticide programs have discussed at length 
various proposals with representatives 
irom each of these groups. The com¬ 
ments have been considered in evaluat¬ 
ing the merits of each of the drafts and 
modifications have been made where 
appropriate. 


Finally, after 2,000 copies of a com¬ 
plete draft regulation had been dis¬ 
tributed, an informal public meeting was 
held in Washington, D.C. At this meeting, 
representatives of the Agency explained 
in detail the major provisions of the draft 
regulation and the rationale behind each 
provision. Individuals also were able to 
make formal statements, and submit 
written comments and questions on the 
draft. 

Based on the views and comments re¬ 
ceived on the draft regulation, several 
changes have been made in the proposed 
regulation set forth below. 

First, the names of inert ingredients 
will not be required to be listed on the 
label; rather, only those inert ingredients 
which the Administrator determines pose 
a hazard to man or the environment (see 
§ 162.10(g) (7)). Second, specific data 
necessary to determine appropriate re¬ 
entry intervals is required both for new 
registrations and currently registered 
products (see §§ 162.8(b) (4) (i) (D) and 
162.8(c) (3) (v)). Third, while a pesticide 
for which some uses are classified for 
general use and others for restricted use 
must be labeled and marketed as distinct 
products with different registration 
numbers, separate brand names will not 
be mandatory (see § 162.10(j) (3)). 

Public Comment 

Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit written comments with reference to 
this notice to the Federal Register Sec¬ 
tion, Technical Services Division (WH- 
569), Office of Pesticide Programs, En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency, Room 
421, East Tower. 401 M Street,' S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20460. Three copies of 
the comments should be submitted to 
facilitate the work of the Environmental 
Protection Agency and others interested 
in inspecting the documents. The com¬ 
ments must be received within 30 days 
from the publication of this notice and 
should bear the identifying notation 
OPP-30002. All written comments filed 
pursuant to this notice will be available 
for public inspection in the office of the 
Federal Register Section from 8:30 a.m. 
to 4 pjn. Monday through Friday. 

Dated: October 4, 1974. 

John Quarles, 
Acting Administrator. 
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§ 162.1 Scope. 

This part provides regulations for the 
registration and classification of pesti¬ 
cides as required by the Federal Insecti¬ 
cide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act, as 
amended (“the Act”). In addition to 
these regulations, the Administrator 
shall publish Registration Guidelines 
pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of the Act 
specifying the kinds of information and 
data which will be required to support 
the registration, reregistration and clas¬ 
sification of a pesticide and shall revise 
such guidelines from time to time. 

§ 162.2 Principal statutory provisions. 

(a) General. The principal statutory 
provisions of the Act relevant to regis¬ 
tration, reregistration and classification 
of pesticides, are listed below for the 
convenience of the reader. Because many 
of the provisions are paraphrased, the 
appropriate sections of the Act itself 
rather than this section should be re¬ 
ferred to for specific questions of statu¬ 
tory interpretation. Definitive legal In¬ 
terpretation mu*t necessarily be based 
on the statute itself and provisions of 
substantive regulations implementing 
the statute, together with any judicial 
interpretations thereof. 

(b) Registration requirement. Section 
3(a) of the Act provides that, except as 
otherwise provided by the Act, no person 
In any State may distribute, sell, offer 
for sale, hold for sale, ship, deliver, 
deliver for shipment, or receive, and 
(having so received) deliver or offer to 
deliver to any person any pesticide which 
is not registered with the Agency. This 
requirement applies to pesticides which 
are produced and distributed solely 
within a State as w T ell as to those moving 
in interstate commerce. 

(c) Classification. (1) Section 3(d) of 
the Act provides that, as part of the 
registration of a pesticide, the Adminis¬ 
trator shall classify the pesticide for gen¬ 
eral or for restricted use. The Adminis¬ 
trator will classify the pesticide for gen¬ 
eral use if he determines that the pes¬ 
ticide. when applied in accordance with 
its directions for use, warnings and cau¬ 
tions, or in accordance with widespread 
and commonly recognized practice, will 
not generally cause unreasonable adverse 
effects on the environment. The Admin¬ 
istrator will classify the pesticide for re¬ 
stricted use if he determines that with¬ 
out additional regulatory restrictions the 
pesticide, when applied in accordance 
with its directions for use, warnings and 
cautions, or in accordance with wide¬ 
spread and commonly recognized prac¬ 
tice, may generally cause unreasonable 
adverse effects on the environment, in¬ 
cluding injury to the applicator. Such ad¬ 
ditional restrictions may include a re¬ 
quirement that the pesticide shall be 
applied only by or under the direct super¬ 
vision of a certified applicator (see Sec¬ 
tion 4 of the Act and Part 171 of these 
regulations) or such other restrictions as 
may be provided by the Administrator 
by regulation. 

(2) If the Administrator classifies a 
pesticide product, or one or more uses of 
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such product, for restricted use because 
of a determination that the acute dermal 
or inhalation toxicity of the product pre¬ 
sents a hazard to the applicator or other 
persons, the product must be applied for 
such uses only by or under the direct 
supervision of a certified applicator. 

(3) If the Administrator classifies a 
pesticide product, or one or more uses of 
such product, for restricted use because 
of a determination that its use without 
additional regulatory restriction may 
cause unreasonable adverse effects on the 
environment, the product must be ap¬ 
plied for such uses only by or under the 
direct supervision of a certified appli¬ 
cator, or subject to such other restric¬ 
tions as the Administrator may provide 
by regulation. 

(d) Approval of registration. Section 
3(c) (5) provides that the Administrator 
shall register a pesticide if he deter¬ 
mines that, when considered with any 
restriction imposed under Section 3(d) 
concerning restricted use pesticides: 

(1) Its composition is such as to war¬ 
rant the proposed claims for it; 

(2) Its labeling and other material re¬ 
quired to be submitted comply with the 
requirements of the Act; 

(3) It will perform its intended func¬ 
tion without unreasonable adverse effects 
on the environment; and 

(4) When used in accordance with 
widespread and commonly recognized 
practice, it will not generally cause un¬ 
reasonable adverse effects on the en¬ 
vironment. 

(e) Denial of registration. Section 3(c) 
(6) of the Act provides that, if the Ad¬ 
ministrator determines that the require¬ 
ments for registration have not been met, 
he shall so notify the applicant and allow 
the applicant thirty days to correct the 
conditions which have not been met. If 
the conditions cue not corrected, the Ad¬ 
ministrator may refuse to register the 
pesticide. Upon publication of a notice of 
denial of registration, the applicant is 
accorded the same remedies with respect 
to an administrative hearing as are pro¬ 
vided by Section 6 of the Act concerning 
cancellation and suspension. 

(f) Registration guidelines. Section 
3(c) (2) of the Act provides that the Ad¬ 
ministrator will publish guidelines spec¬ 
ifying the kinds of information which 
will be required to support the registra¬ 
tion of a pesticide. The guidelines are re¬ 
ferred to in these regulations as the 
“Registration Guidelines.” 

(g) Compensation for data. Section 
3(c) (1) (D) of the Act provides that data 
submitted in support of an application 
shall not, without the permission of the 
applicant, be considered by the Adminis¬ 
trator in support of any other applica¬ 
tion for registration, unless such other 
applicant shall have first offered to pay 
reasonable compensation for producing 
the test data to be relied on, and such 
data is not protected from disclosure by 
section 10(b) of the Act. 8ection 3(c) (1) 
(D) provides for the resolution by the 
Administrator of disputes which may 
arise as to the amount and method of 
payment and for judicial review of that 
determination. 


(h) Protection of trade secrets and 
other information. Section 10(a) of the 
Act provides that an applicant may mark 
and submit separately any data which in 
his opinion are trade secrets or com¬ 
mercial or financial information. Section 
10(b) then provides that the Adminis¬ 
trator shall not make public information 
which in his judgment contains or re¬ 
lates to trade secrets or commercial or 
financial information obtained from a 
person and privileged or confidential, 
except that, when necessary to carry 
out the provisions of the Act, informa¬ 
tion relating to formulas of products 
acquired by authorization of the Act may 
be revealed to any Federal agency con¬ 
sulted and may be revealed at a public 
hearing or in findings of fact issued by 
the Administrator. Section 10(c) pro¬ 
vides for a 30-day waiting period which 
shall apply if the Administrator proposes 
to release information which the appli¬ 
cant or registrant believes to be pro¬ 
tected from disclosure under section 
10(b). During this period, the applicant 
or registrant may institute an action for 
a declaratory judgment in the appro¬ 
priate court to determine whether such 
information is subject to protection 
under section 10(b). 

(i) Five-year cancellation. Section 
6(a)(1) of the Act provides that regis¬ 
trations shall be cancelled five years 
after the date of registration, unless the 
registrant requests the registration to be 
continued in effect. The Administrator 
has the authority to permit continued 
use and sale of existing stocks of a pesti¬ 
cide under specified conditions if he de¬ 
termines that such use or sale is not 
inconsistent with the purposes of the 
Act and will not have an unreasonable 
adverse effect on the environment. 

(j) Experimental use permits. Section 
5(a) of the Act provides that the Ad¬ 
ministrator may issue an experimental 
use permit if he determines that the ap¬ 
plicant needs such a permit in order 
to accumulate information necessary to 
register a pesticide under Section 3 of 
the Act. Regulations for the issuance of 
experimental use perimts are set forth 
under Part 172 of these regulations. 

(k) Enforcement. Sections 12, 13 and 
14 of the Act provide generally for 
enforcement. Included among the pro¬ 
visions of these sections are the follow¬ 
ing; 

(l) Registration requirement. Section 
12(a) (1) (A) of the Act provides that it 
shall be unlawful for any person In any 
State to distribute, sell, offer for sale, 
hold for sale, ship, deliver for shipment, 
or receive and (having so received) de¬ 
liver or offer to deliver, to any person 
any pesticide which is not registered 
under section 3 of the Act, except as 
provided in section 6(a)(1). 

(2) Misuse. Section 12(a) (2) (G) pro¬ 
vides that it shall be unlawful for any 
person to use any registered pesticide in 
a manner inconsistent with its labeling. 

(3) Requirements concerning restrict¬ 
ed use pesticides. Section 12(a)(2)(F) 
provides that it shall be unlawful to 
make available for use, or to use, any 
registered pesticide classified for re¬ 


stricted use for some or all purposes 
other than in accordance with section 
3(d) and any regulation thereunder 

(1) Definitions. Section 2 of the Act 
(as well as Section 162.3 of these regula¬ 
tions below) sets forth a series of defi¬ 
nitions which are applicable. Included 
are definitions of “certified applicator " 
“environment,” “label and labeling" 
“misbranded,” “pesticide” and “unrea¬ 
sonable adverse effects on the environ¬ 
ment.” 

§.162.3 Definition*. 

Terms used in this part shall have the 
meanings set forth in the Act. In addi¬ 
tion, as used in this part, the following 
terms shall have the meanings set forth 
below: 

(a) The term “accident” means an 
unexpected, undesirable event caused by 
the use or presence of a pesticide that 
adversely affects man or the environ¬ 
ment. 

(b> The term “Act” means the Federal 
Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodentidde 
Act, as amended by the Federal Environ¬ 
mental Pesticide Control Act of 1973 
(Pub. L. 92-516, 86 Stat. 973), and other 
legislation supplementary thereto and 
amendatorv thereof. 

(c) (1) The term “active ingredient” 
means— 

(1) In the case of a pesticide other 
than a plant regulator, defoliant, or 
desiccant, an Ingredient which will pre¬ 
vent, destroy, repel, attract, or mitigate 
any pest; 

(ii) In the case of a plant regulator, 
an ingredient which, through physio¬ 
logical action, will accelerate or retard 
the rate of growth or rate of maturation 
or otherwise alter the behavior of orna¬ 
mental or crop plants or the product 
thereof; 

(iii) In the case of a defoliant, an in¬ 
gredient which will cause the leaves or 
foliage to drop from a plant; and 

(iv) In the case of a desiccant, an in¬ 
gredient which will artificially acceler¬ 
ate the d»ying of plant tissue. 

(2) In determining whether an ingre¬ 
dient is active or inert, the Administra¬ 
tor shall consider the following factors: 

(i) The ingredient's capability by it¬ 
self, and when used as directed to cause 
effects described in paragraph (1) above; 

(Ii) The Ingredient's presence in the 
product in sufficient amount to add ma¬ 
terially to its effectiveness; and 

(iii) The Ingredient's influence on the 
activity of the principal active ingredi¬ 
ent^). The Agency may require an in¬ 
gredient to ue designated as an active 
ingredient if it sufficiently Increases the 
effectiveness of the pesticide to warrant 
such action. 

(d) The term “acute dermal UV* 
means a single derm ally administered 
dose of a substance, expressed as milli¬ 
grams per kilogram of body weight, that 
would be lethal to 50% of the test pop¬ 
ulation of animals within a specified 
time period and under specified test con¬ 
ditions as prescribed in the Registration 
Guidelines. 

(e) The term "acute LC«»" means a 
concentration of a substance, expressed 
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as parts per million parts of medium, 
tnat would be lethal to 50% of the test 
population of fish and avian species with¬ 
in a specified time period and under 
specified test conditions as prescribed in 
the Registration Guidelines. 

(f , The term “acute oral LD»” means 
a single orally administered dose of a 
substance, expressed as milligrams per 
kilogram of body weight, that would be 
lethal to 50 percent of the test population 
of animals within a specified time period 
and under specified test conditions as 
prescribed in the Registration Guide¬ 
lines. 

(g) The term “Administrator” means 
the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency, or any officer or em¬ 
ployee of the Agency to whom authority 
has heretofore been delegated or to whom 
authority may hereafter be delegated to 
act in his stead. 

(h) The term “Agency” means the 
United States Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA), unless otherwise speci¬ 
fied. 

(i) The term “applicant” means a per¬ 
son who applies for a registration pur¬ 
suant to section 3 of the Act. 

(j) The term “degradation product” 
means a substance resulting from the 
transformation of a pesticide by physi¬ 
cal, chemical, or electromagnetic means. 

(k) The term “delayed reaction” 
means toxic manifestations that appear 
after a period of time following exposure 
to a substance or mixture of substances 
and includes, but is not limited to, muta¬ 
genesis, teratogenesis, oncogenesis, liver 
cirrhosis and demyelinization. 

(l) The term “direct application” 
means application or use of a pesticide 
directed to the site, area, or object where 
the pest control is desired. 

(l # ) The terra “domestic applica¬ 
tions” means applications directly to hu¬ 
mans or pets, or applications in, on or 
around all structures, vehicles or areas 
associated with the household or home 
life including but not limited to: 

(1) Gardens, non-commercial green¬ 
houses, yards, patios, houses, pleasure 
marine craft, mobile homes, campers and 
recreational vehicles, non-commercial 
campsites, home swimming pools and 
kennels; 

(2) Articles, objects, devices or sur¬ 
faces handled or contacted by humans 
or pets in all structures, vehicles or areas 

listed above. 

<m) The term “drift” means move¬ 
ment of a pesticide during or after ap¬ 
plication or use through air to a site 
other than the intended site of applica¬ 
tion or use. 

(n) The term “efficacy” means the 
capability of a pesticide product when 
used according to label directions to con¬ 
trol or kill the target pest or induce the 
weired action in the target organism. 

<o) The term “final printed labeling** 
means the printed label and the labeling 
which will appear on or will accompany 
the subject product. 

Tiae ^ rm * ,fron t panel” means 
uiat portion of the label of a pesticide 
product that is ordinarily visible to the 


purchaser under the usual conditions of 
display for sale. 

<q) The term “hazard” means the 
probability that a given pesticide will 
have an adverse effect on man or the 
environment in a given situation; the 
relative likelihood of danger or ill effect 
being dependent on a number of inter¬ 
related factors present at any given time. 

<r) The term “inert ingredients” 
means all ingredients which are not ac¬ 
tive as defined lie rein and includes, but 
is not limited to. the following types of 
ingredients (except when they have pes- 
ticidal efficacy of their own); solvents 
such as water; baits such as sugar, 
starches, and meat scraps; dust carriers 
such as talc and clay; filters; wetting 
and spreading agents; propellents in 
aerosal dispensers; emulsifiers. Ihe fact 
that these ingredients are necessary in 
the practical application of the pesticide 
does not make them active ingredients. 

(s) The term “inhalation LCV* 
means a concentration of a substance, 
expressed as milligrams per liter of air 
or parts per million parts of air, that 
would be lethal to 50% of the test popula¬ 
tion of animals within a specified time 
period and under specified test conditions 
as prescribed in the Registration Guide¬ 
lines. 

(t) The term “leach” means to undergo 
the process by which pesticides in the 
soil are washed into a lower layer of soil 
or are dissolved and carried away 
through soil by water. 

(u) The term “metabolite” means any 
substance produced in or by living orga¬ 
nisms by biological processes and derived 
from or induced by a pesticide. 

(v) The terra “move laterally (in 
soils) ” means to undergo transfer 
through soil generally in a horizontal 
plane from the original site of applica¬ 
tion or use by physical, chemical, or 
biological means. 

(w) The term “mutagenic” means the 
property of a substance or mixture of 
substances to induce genetic or somatic 
changes in subsequent generations. 

(x) The term “no discernible effect” 
means no adverse effect observable 
within the limitations and sensitivity of 
available methods. 

(y) The term “nontarget organisms” 
means those flora and fauna (including 
man) that are not intended to be con¬ 
trolled, injured, killed or detrimentally 
affected in any way by a pesticide. 

(z) The term “oncogenic” means the 
property of a substance or a mixture of 
substances to produce or incite tumor 
formations in living tissue. 

(aa) The term “outdoor applications” 
means any pesticide application or use 
that occurs outside enclosed man-made 
structures or the consequences of which 
extend beyond enclosed man-made 
structures, including pulp and paper mill 
water treatments and industrial cooling 
water treatments. 

<bb) The term “pest” means (1) any 
Insect, rodent, nematode, fungus, weed, 
or (2) any other form of terrestrial or 
aquatic plant or animal life or virus, 
bacterial organism or other microorga¬ 


nism (except viruses, bacteria, or other 
microorganisms on or in living man or 
other living animals) which the Admin¬ 
istrator declares to be a pest under sec¬ 
tion 25(c) (1) of the Act and § 162.14 as 
being injurious to health or environ¬ 
ment. 

(cc) The term “pesticide” means any 
substance or mixture of substances in¬ 
tended for preventing, destroying, re¬ 
pelling, attracting, or mitigating any 
pest, and any substances or mixture of 
substances intended for use as a plant 
regulator, defoliant, or desiccant. 

The following are examples of classes 
of pesticides; 

Amphibian and reptile poisons or repeUents 

Antimicrobial agents 

Attractants 

Bird poisons or repellents 

Defoliants 

Desiccants 

Fish poisons or repellents 
Fungicides 
Herbicides 
Insecticides 

Invertebrate animal poisons or repellents 

Mammal poisons or repellents 

Nematlcides 

Plant regulators 

Rodenticides 

(1) The term “amphibian and reptile 
poisons and repellents” includes all prep¬ 
arations intended for preventing, de¬ 
stroying, repelling, or mitigating am¬ 
phibians and reptiles declared to be pests 
under 5 162.14. Instruments for the pur¬ 
pose of repelling or otherwise preventing 
the concentration of amphibians or rep¬ 
tiles declared to be pests are considered 
to be devices under the Act. 

(2) The term “antimicrobial agents” 
includes all preparations intended for 
destroying or mitigating any bacteria, 
pathogenic fungi, or viruses in any en¬ 
vironment except those excluded In (il) 
below. 

(i) Antimicrobials include, but are not 
limited to: 

(A) Products, such as disinfectants, 
intended for use on premises or other 
inanimate objects to eliminate Infectious 
or other undesirable microorganisms, 

(B) Products, such as sanitizers, in¬ 
tended to reduce the number of bacterial 
or viral microorganisms on inanimate 
surfaces, in water, or in air; 

(C) Products, such as bacteriostats, 
intended to inhibit the growth of bacteria 
in the presence of moisture; 

(D) Products, such as sterilizers, in¬ 
tended to destroy all living microorga¬ 
nisms on inanimate surfaces; and 

(E) Products, such as fungicides and 
fungistats, intended for use on inani¬ 
mate surfaces to destroy or to inhibit 
growth of fungi pathogenic to man and 
other animals; and 

(F) Products intended to control 
microbiological slimes in industrial cool¬ 
ing water systems. 

(ii) Products not considered antimi¬ 
crobial agents include: 

(A) Products intended for use in pre¬ 
venting or destroying fungi, bacteria, or 
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viruses on or in living man or other ani¬ 
mals or in or on plants; 

(B) Products intended for use In pre¬ 
venting or destroying fungi, bacteria, or 
viruses in or on processed food, bever¬ 
ages, or pharmaceuticals; and 

(C) Products intended to control meld 
or mildew fungi on surfaces and inani¬ 
mate objects. 

(3) The term “attraetant” includes 
any substance or mixture of substances 
such as pheromones, sensory stimulants, 
or synthetic attractants, but not natu¬ 
rally occurring foods, thit are intended 
for or aid in the preventing, mitigating, 
or destroying of any pest species, 

(4) The term “bird poisons or repel¬ 
lents’* includes all preparations Intended 
for preventing, destroying, repelling, or 
mitigating birds declared to be pests 
under § 162.14. Instruments for the pur¬ 
pose of repelling or otherwise preventing 
the concentration of undesirable birds, 
such as high-frequency sound genera¬ 
tors and carbide cannons, are considered 
tc be devices under the Act. 

(5) The term “defoliant” means any 
substance or mixture of substances in¬ 
tended for causing the leaves or foliage 
1 6 drop from a plant, with or without 
causing abscission; defoliants include, 
but are not limited tp, products intended 
for use in causing leaves to drop from 
crop plants, such as cotton or soybeans, 
usually to facilitate harvest. 

(6) The term “desiccant” means any 
substance or mixture of substances in¬ 
tended for artificially accelerating the 
drying of plant tissue, including, but not 
limited to, products intended for use in 
debarking trees and for accelerating the 
drying of crop plant parts, such as cot¬ 
ton leaves, potato vines and tobacco 
suckers. 

(7) The term “fish poisons or repel¬ 
lents” includes all preparations intended 
for preventing, destroying, repelling, or 
mitigating fish declared to be pests 
under £ 162.14 of this Part. 

(8) The term “fungicide” includes all 
preparations intended for preventing, 
destroying, repelling, or mitigating any 
fungi, except those excluded in para¬ 
graph (cc) (i) (ii) of this section. 

(i) Fungicides include, but are not 
limited to: 

(A) Products intended for use as seed 
or plant treatments to destroy or prevent 
fungal or bacterial diseases; 

(B) Products intended for use in in¬ 
hibiting the growth of fungi on inani¬ 
mate surfaces, in water, or in air, includ¬ 
ing those intended for control of mold 
and mildew on surfaces and inanimate 
objects; and 

(C) Products intended for use as wood 
preservatives which repel or destroy or¬ 
ganisms which cause decay or rot. 

(ii) Products not considered to be 
fungicides include: 

(A) Products intended for use in pre¬ 
venting or destroying fungi, bacteria or 
viruses on or in living man or other ani¬ 
mals and those for use in or on proc¬ 
essed food, beverages or pharmaceuti¬ 
cals; and 

(B) Products intended for use in de¬ 
stroying or inhibiting the growth of 


pathogenic fungi which occur on sur¬ 
faces or inanimate objects and which 
cause disease in living man or other 
animals. 

(9) The term “herbicide” includes all 
preparations intended for use in pre¬ 
venting, destroying, repelling, or miti¬ 
gating plants which grow where they are 
not wanted or weed plants declared to 
be pests. Herbicides include, but are not 
limited to: 

(1) Products intended for use in kill¬ 
ing, destroying, or mitigating weeds or 
weed parts by direct contact; 

(ii) Products intended for use as soil 
treatments for destroying or preventing 
growth of weeds or weed parts includ¬ 
ing those which prevent the germina¬ 
tion of w f eed seed; 

(iii) Products intended for use in kill¬ 
ing or preventing the growth of plant 
roots in drainage tiles and sewer lines; 
and 

(iv) Products intended for use in kill¬ 
ing or preventing the growth of algae 
or any other aquatic weed. 

(10) The term “insecticide” includes 
all preparations intended for prevent¬ 
ing, destroying, repelling, or mitigating 
any member of the Class Insecta, or 
other allied classes in the Phylum Ar- 
thropoda declared to be pests under Sec¬ 
tion 162.14 of this Part. 

(11) The term “invertebrate animal 
poisons or repellents” includes all prep¬ 
arations except insecticides and nemati- 
cides intended for preventing, destroy¬ 
ing, repelling, or mitigating aquatic or 
terrestrial invertebrates declared to be 
pests under Section 162.14 of this Part. 

(i) Invertebrate animal poisons or re- 
pellants include, but are not limited to: 

(A) Products intended for use on boat 
and ship bottoms, piers, docks, and other 
similar structures to prevent c arnage by 
invertebrate animals such as teredos; 
and 

(B) Products intended for use in de¬ 
stroying or repelling slugs or snails. 

(ii) Products, other than insecticides 
as defined under paragraph (10) above, 
intended for use in controlling or killing 
parasites on or in living man and other 
animals, are not considered to be pes¬ 
ticides under the Act. 

(12) The term “mammal poisons or 
repellents” includes all preparations ex¬ 
cept rodenticides intended for prevent¬ 
ing, destroying, repelling, or mitigating 
mammals declared to be pests under 
§ 162.14. 

(13) 'Ihe term “nematicide” includes 
all preparations intended for preventing, 
destroying, repelling, or mitigating any 
members of the Class Nematoda of the 
Phylum Nemathelminthes. 

(i) Nematicides include, but are not 
limited to: 

(A) Products intended for use in con¬ 
trolling nematodes in soil and in or on 
plants or plant parts (including foliage, 
roots, steins, flowers and seeds); 

(B) Products intended for use in con¬ 
trolling nematodes on inanimate sur¬ 
faces; and 

(C) Products intended for use as space 
fumigants to control nematodes in or on 


the commodities or articles being 
fumigated. 

(ii) Products intended for use in con¬ 
trolling nematodes in or on living man 
or other animals are not considered to 
be pesticides under the Act. 

(14) The term “plant regulators” in¬ 
cludes, but is not limited to. products 
intended to cause fruit thinning, fruit 
setting, stem elongation stimulation or 
retardation, abscission inhibition, branch 
structure modification, flower induction, 
increased flowering, extended flowering 
periods, fruit ripening stimulation, phys¬ 
iological disease inhibition, rooting of 
cuttings, or dormancy induction or 
release. 

(15) The term “rodenticide” includes 
all preparations intended for preventing, 
destroying, repelling, or mitigating ani¬ 
mals belonging to the Order Rodentia 
of the Class Mammalia and closely re¬ 
lated species declared to be pests under 
§ 162.14. Rodenticides include, but are 
not limited to: 

(1) Products intended for use as baits, 
tracking powders, or fumigants to kill 
or repel rodents; and 

(ii) Products intended to repel rodents 
for use on plants, in premises, or on or 
in packaging or other materials such as 
food containers, plastic pipe, telephone 
cables, and building materials. 

(dd) The term “pesticide formulation” 
means the substance or mixture of sub¬ 
stances comprised of all active and inert 
(if any) ingredients of a pesticide 
product. 

(ee) The term “pesticide product” 
means a pesticide offered as a commer¬ 
cial product, complete with active and 
inert (if any) ingredients in a formula¬ 
tion, in a container having a label and 
any labeling. 

(ff) The term “propellent” means a 
gas or volatile liquid used in a pres¬ 
surized pesticide product for the purpose 
of expelling the contents of the container. 

(gg) The term “reentry” means the 
action of entering an area or site at, 
in, or on which a pesticide has been 

<hh) The term “residue” means the 
active ingredient(s) and dissimilation 
products that can be detected in the 
crops, soil, water, or other component 
of the environment following the use 
of the pesticide. „ 

(ii) The term “subacute dietary LG.* 
means a concentration of a substa ^’ 
expressed as parts per million in feed, 
that would be lethal to 50 percent of the 
test population of avian species within 
a specified time period and under speci¬ 
fied test conditions as prescribed in the 
Registration Guidelines. 

(Jj) The term “teratogenic” means 
the property of a substance or mixture 
of substances to produce or incite func¬ 
tional deviations or developmental 
anomalies, ordinarily not hereditable, in 
or on an animal embryo or fetus. 

(kk) The term “toxicity” means the 
property of a substance or mixture o 
substances to cause any adverse physio¬ 
logical effects. 
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( I ) The term “acute toxicity” means 
the property of a substance or mixture 
of substances to cause adverse effects 
In an organism through a single expo- 

SU |[2> The term “subacute toxicity” 
means the property of a substance or 
mixture of substances to cause adverse 
effects in an organism upon repeated 
exposure within 90 days of the initial 
exposure. 

(3) The term “chronic toxicity” means 
the property of a substance or mixture 
of substances to cause adverse effects in 
an organi c m upon repeated exposure 
over a period exceeding 93 days. 

(II) The term “use” means any act of 
application, release of, or exposure to a 
pesticide to man or the environment 
including, but not limited to, required 
supervisory actions of persons in or near 
the area of the application, and required 
disposal and storage actions of pesticides 
and pesticide containers. 

(mm) The term “use-dilution” means 
the concentration specified on a pesticide 
product label or labeling for a particular 
use or uses. 

(nn> The term “volatility” means the 
property of a substance or substances 
to convert into vapor or gas without 

chemical change. 

§ 162.4 S Lulus of produels as pesticides. 

(a) Determination ol intent of use. 
Whether a substance or mixture of sub¬ 
stances is a pesticide under the Act de¬ 
pends on the purpose for which it is 
tntended or represented. (See section 
2(u) of the Act and Section 162.3(cc) 
of this Part.) Determination of intent 
in the marketing or distribution of these 
products is therefore of major impor¬ 
tance. This determination will depend on 
the facts in the particular case which 
show the intended use of the product. 
Such intentions may be either expressed 
or implied. If a product is presented in 
a manner that results in its being used 
as a pesticide, it is deemed to be a pesti¬ 
cide for the purposes of the Act and 
these regulations. 

(b) Products considered to be pesti¬ 
cides. Regardless of whether intended 
for use as packaged or after dilution or 
mixture with other substances such as 
water, kerosene, talc, clay, fertilizers, 
baits, or other carriers, solvents, diluents 
or propellents, a product will be con¬ 
sidered to be a pesticide if: 

(1) Claims or recommendations for 
use as a pesticide are made on the label 
or labeling of the product: 

<2) Claims or recommendations for 
use as a pesticide are made in collateral 
advertising, such as publications, adver¬ 
tising literature which does not accom¬ 
pany the product, or advertisements by 
radio or television; 

<3) Claims or recommendations for 
use as a pesticide are made verbally or 
in writing by representatives of the man¬ 
ufacturer, shipper, or distributor of the 

Product; 

<4) The product Is intended for use as 
a pesticide after reformulation or re¬ 
packaging; or 


(5) The product is intended for use 
both as a pesticide and for other pur¬ 
poses. Such a product is subject to all 
provisions of the Act including section 
2<q) (1) (*A) under which a product is 
misbranded if its labeling bears any 
statement which is false or misleading 
concerning both pesticidal and nonpesti- 
cidal uses or in any other particular. 

(c) Products considered to be pesti¬ 
cides or drugs. If the pesticide purports 
to be a drug (human or animal) or if its 
labeling contains any drug claims, the 
pesticide must comply with all the ap¬ 
plicable requirements of the Federal 
FOod, Drug, and Cosmetic Act, and the 
regulations thereunder, and be approved 
by the Food and Drug Administration 
before a registration will be issued. If 
the product falls within the meaning of 
sections 505 and 512 of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act, an approved 
new drug application may be required 
before marketing the product. 

<d> Products not considered pesticides. 
The following tvpes of products are not 
considered pesticides: 

(1) Deodorizers, bleaching agents, and 
cleaning agents for which no pesticidal 
claims are made in connection with man¬ 
ufacture, sale or distribution; 

(2) Paints and other formulated coat¬ 
ings which are treated with fungicides to 
protect the coating itself and which bear 
no claims for preventing or destroying 
fungi after application to any surface. 

(3) Building material products per se, 
such as lumber, fiber beards, adhesives, 
and caulking material, which have been 
treated to protect the material itseU 
against any pest and for which no pesti¬ 
cidal claims are made as to protection of 
other surfaces or objects in the manufac¬ 
ture, sale, or distribution of the product. 

(4) Fabric products per se which have 
been treated to protect the fabric itself 
lrom insects, fungi, or any other pest 
and for which no pesticidal claims are 
made as to protection of other surfaces 
or objects in the manufacture, sale, or 
distribution of the product. 

(5) Fertilizers and other plant nu¬ 
trients perse; and 

(6) Intermediate substances intended 
for the production of a pesticide chemi¬ 
cal by chemical reaction with other 
substances. 

§ 162.5 Pesticides exempt from regis¬ 
tration requirements. 

The following pesticides are exempt 
from the registration requirements of 
the Act: 

(a) Pesticides transferred between es¬ 
tablishments. A pesticide which is trans¬ 
ferred from one registered establishment 
to another registered establishment, op¬ 
erated by the same producer, solely for 
packaging at the second establishment or 
for use as a constituent part of another 
pesticide produced at the second estab¬ 
lishment; 

(b) Pesticides transferred under ex¬ 
perimental use permits. A pesticide being 
transferred for use pursuant to and 
in accordance with the requirements of 
an experimental use permit as provided 


by section 5 of the Act and Part 172 of 
these regulations; 

(c) Pesticides transferred for pur¬ 
poses of disposal. A pesticide shipped 
solely for purposes of disposal, as 
provided by section 19 or other sections 
of the Act. Part 165 of these regulations, 
or applicable Administrator’s Orders. 
However, all containers must be clearly 
marked that the pesticide is intended for 
disposal only; 

(d) Pesticides intended for export. A 
pesticide product intended soley for ex¬ 
port to any foreign country, when pre¬ 
pared or packaged according to the 
specifications or directions of the foreign 
purchaser; and 

(e) Pesticides granted an emergency 
exemption. A pesticide being transferred 
for use by a Federal or State agency 
under the provisions of an emergency 
exemption, as provided by section 18 of 
the Act and Part 166 of these regulations. 

§ 162.6 Registration procedures. 

(a) Applicant requirements — (1) 
Who may apply. Any person who dis¬ 
tributes, sells, offers for sale, holds for 
sale, ships, delivers for shipment, or re¬ 
ceiver and (having so received) delivers 
or offers to deliver to any person a 
pesticide, or for any other reason desires 
to register a pesticide, may apply for 
the registration of such pesticide. 

(2) Applicant and agent, (i) An ap¬ 
plicant may submit his own application, 
or 

(ii) An applicant may appoint an 
agent to act on his behalf on registra¬ 
tion matters, providing that a notarized 
letter of arpointment signed by an au¬ 
thorized officer of the applicant's firm 
be submitted to the Agency. The agent's 
appointment may be revoked at any time 
by the same method. 

(3) Foreign applicant. An applicant 
not residing in the United States must 
have an authorized representative 
residing in the United States to act on 
his behalf on all registration matters. 
The representative’s name and complete 
mailing address, together with a 
notarized letter of appointment, must 
accompany the application or be on file 
with the Agency. 

(4) Address of record. An applicant or 
registrant can have only one corre¬ 
spondence address of record to which 
all communications regarding regis¬ 
tration may be directed. If more than 
one agent has been appointed by the 
firm, all correspondence will be directed 
to the last address of record for the 
applicant. Separate entity designations, 
such as Divisions or Departments of the 
same firm may, upon request, be as¬ 
signed different company numbers. 

(5) Completeness of applications. The 
applicant is responsible for the accuracy 
and completeness of all information 
submitted in connection with the ap¬ 
plication. The application form must be 
signed by the applicant or his authorized 
representative. When the Agency deter¬ 
mines that an application is not 
sufficiently complete to allow a final 
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decision on approval or denial or regis¬ 
tration, or that modifications are re¬ 
quired for the labeling to comply with 
Section 162.10 of this Part, the Agency 
shall notify the applicant of the de¬ 
ficiencies and allow the applicant a 
reasonable time to resubmit the applica¬ 
tion with deficiencies corrected. Such 
resubmissions shall be made on forms 
provided by the Agency. A notification 
of submission deficiencies is not to be 
considered as denial of registration un¬ 
less the notification states that it is a 
notice of denial of registration pur¬ 
suant to section 3(c)(6) of the Act and 
§ 162.7(d). In the event the applicant 
desires to have his application treated as 
having been denied, he may petition 
the Administrator for issuance of a 
notice of denial pursuant to § 162.7(d). 
In such case, the Administrator shall 
proceed to issue a notice as provided in 
§ 162.7(d)(1) and shall thereafter pro¬ 
ceed in accordance with § 162.7(d). 

(b) Application for new registration — 

(1) General. A separate application must 
be made for each pesticide product. A 
pesticide product registration shall per¬ 
tain to only one formulation, and varia¬ 
tions in the formulation of a pesticide 
product will require separate registra¬ 
tion except as provided by §§ 162.6(c) 
and 162.15(b), or under other circum¬ 
stances at the option of the Administra¬ 
tor. The application shall be submitted 
as a complete package including all at¬ 
tachments or enclosures. Material sub¬ 
mitted to the Agency in the past may be 
included in the application by reference. 
When the applicant is relying on sup¬ 
porting data other than his own, the pro¬ 
visions of § 162.9 shall applv. 

(2) Contents of application —(i) Ap¬ 
plication form. Each application for the 
registration of a pesticide shall be sub¬ 
mitted on forms provided by the Agency. 

(ii) Complete labeling. Five complete, 
identical and legible copies of the pro¬ 
posed labeling, including all printed or 
graphic matter which is to accompany 
the pesticide at any time, must be fur¬ 
nished by the applicant. The labeling 
submitted must be in accordance with 
§ 162.10. 

(iii) Supporting data. The burden of 
proof is upon the applicant to substanti¬ 
ate all claims made for the pesticide and 
to demonstrate that it will perform its 
Intended function without causing un¬ 
reasonable adverse effects on the envi¬ 
ronment. The applicant shall submit sup¬ 
porting data as required by Section 162.8 
of this Part and as specified in the Regis¬ 
tration Guidelines. 

(iv> Complete formula. A statement of 
the composition of the product, includ¬ 
ing the name and percentage by weight 
of each active and each inert ingre¬ 
dient, must be submitted on forms pro¬ 
vided by the Agency. When requested by 
the Agency, the applicant shall state the 
purpose of each ingredient in the formu¬ 
lation. Applications for registration of 
pesticide products containing ingredi¬ 
ents for which no added functional bene¬ 
fit can be established may be denied. The 
statement must be submitted in accord¬ 


ance with the requirements of Section 
162.8 of this Part and the Registration 
Guidelines. 

(v) Manufacturing process , Quality 
control procedures , and analytical meth¬ 
odology. The applicant will furnish a 
complete description of the basic manu¬ 
facturing process, the quality control 
procedures employed, and any analytical 
methods used in such procedures, when 
required by and in accordance with 
§ 162.8 and the Registration Guidelines. 

(vi) Proposed classification. The ap¬ 
plicant shall include a request that each 
proposed use be classified for general use 
or restricted use as prescribed by Section 
162.11 of this Part. The applicant shall 
include in this request specific reference 
to the supporting data and the subsec- 
tion(s) and paragraph(s) of § 162.11 
which he considers controlling. 

(3) Acknowledgment of receipt by 
agency . The Agency will acknowledge 
receipt of each application and return 
to the applicant a notification of the 
date of receipt by the Agency. 

(c) Application for amended registra¬ 
tion —(1) General. Applications for 
amended registration shall be submit¬ 
ted: 

(i) When changes are proposed in the 
labeling, including the addition of new 
uses, provided that such changes would 
not require a change in any use classifi¬ 
cation of the pesticide; or 

(ii) When minor changes are pro¬ 
posed in the formulation of the pesti¬ 
cide, provided that no change would 
thereby be required in the label direc¬ 
tions, required warning or caution state¬ 
ments, or the use classification of the 
pesticide. 

<2) Procedures. Applications for 
amended registration shall be submitted 
on forms provided by the Agency and 
must be accompanied by: 

(i) Two draft copies of the proposed 
revisions to previously approved label¬ 
ing, with supporting data and other in¬ 
formation as prescribed in the Regis¬ 
tration Guidelines; and 

(ii) Five copies of the complete final 
printed labeling in accordance with the 
requirements of § 162.10. However, final 
printed labeling need not be submitted 
until after proposed revisions to previ¬ 
ously approved labeling have been pro¬ 
visionally approved by the Agency. 

(3) Disposition of application for 
amended registration. Applications for 
amended registration will be processed in 
the same manner as other applications, 
as provided in Section 162.6(b) above 
and Section 162.7 of this Part. Approval 
of amended registration will not be 
granted imtil after approval of final 
printed labeling reflecting all proposed 
changes. 

(4) Shipment under revised labeling. 
(i) Approval of amendments authorized 
shipment under such revised labeling for 
the remainder of the 5-year registration. 

(ii) Unless specifically prohibited by 
the Administrator, the registrant may 
ship under the original label or any ap¬ 
proved amended label at any time during 
the 5 years of the registration. 


(5) Additional brand names. A regis¬ 
trant may request permission to market 
a single registered pesticide product 
under multiple brand names. Such 
amendments to allow additional brand 
names shall be approved under the fol¬ 
lowing conditions: 

(i) No changes may be made in the 
registered product or in its accepted 
labeling other than the substitution of 
brand names. 

(ii) Additional brand name(s) pro¬ 
posed must not be misleading and must 
not include the name of a company or 
person not specified in the approved ap¬ 
plication for primary registration. 

(d) Application for supplemental reg¬ 
istration of distributor brands. Supple¬ 
mental registration of distributor brands 
allows a distributor of a registered pesti¬ 
cide product to market that pesticide 
product under his own brand name with¬ 
out a separate registration. 

(1) Conditions for Supplemental 
Registration of Distributor Products. 

(1) The product must have the same 
composition as the primary registered 
pesticide. 

(ii) The product must be manufac¬ 
tured and packaged by the same person 
who manufactures and packages the 
primary registered pesticide product. 

(iii) The product labeling must bear 
the same claims as the primary product; 
provided, however, that specific claims 
may be deleted if by so doing no other 
changes are made necessary. 

(iv) The product must remain in the 
manufacturer’s unbroken container. 

(v) The label must bear the registra¬ 
tion number of the registered product. 

(vi) The distributor’s company num¬ 
ber must appear as a suffix to the reg¬ 
istration number. 

(vii) Distributor products must bear 
the name and address of the distributor 
qualified by such terms as “packed for 
• • “distributed by * • or “sold 
by • • *” to show that the name is not 
that of the manufacturer. 

(viii) All conditions ok primary reg¬ 
istration apply equally to supplemental 
registrations. 

(2) Procedures for supplemental reg¬ 
istration of distributor products, (i) Ap¬ 
plications must be made on forms pro¬ 
vided by the Agency. 

(ii) Applications must be submitted 
by the primary registrant with proof of 
concurrence by the distributor. 

(iii) Applications shall include the dis¬ 
tributor’s company number for each 
distributor proposed. If a registrant has 
a potential distributor to whom a com¬ 
pany number has not been assigned, he 
should have the distributor apply, by 
letterhead, to the Agency for a company 
number. 

(3) Shipment of supplementally reg¬ 
istered pesticides. A pesticide shall not 
be shipped under a supplemental regis¬ 
tration prior to Agency approval of the 
proposed distributor brand name(s). 

(e) Application for reregistration — 
(1) General. Products or product uses 
registered by this Agency prior to Oc¬ 
tober 21, 1974, are required by the Act 
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to be reregistered and classified. This 
section provides the rules for reregistra¬ 
tion and classification of such pesticide 
products during the period October 21, 
1974, through October 21,1976. 

(2) Procedures. All registrants will re¬ 
ceive from this Agency a notice request¬ 
ing a statement by the registrant on a 
form to be provided by the Agency as 
to whether the registrant desires to re¬ 
register a product. If the registrant states 
that no new registration is desired or if 
the registrant does not respond within 
sixty days of the date of receipt, the reg¬ 
istration will be cancelled pursuant to 
Section 6(b)(1) of the Act. If the regis¬ 
trant desires to reregister the product he 
shall submit an application for reregis¬ 
tration on a form to be provided by the 
Agency. Such application will be acted 
upon as provided in this section. 

(3) Requirements. The reregistration 
application shall contain the following 
information: 

(i) The name and address of the ap¬ 
plicant and of any other person whose 
name will appear on the labeling, 

(ii) The name of the product and the 
EPA registration number, 

(lii) The classification or classifica¬ 
tions requested for the use(s) for w f hich 
reregistration is requested pursuant to 
§ 162 . 11 , 

(iv) Five copies of the proposed label¬ 
ing for the pesticide product in conform¬ 
ance with the requirements of § 162.10, 

(v) Suoporting data as required by 

5162.8(c), 

(vi) Additional supporting data and 
other materials as specified by the 

Agency, and 

(vii) Any additional factual informa¬ 
tion regarding adverse effects on the en¬ 
vironment of the pesticide which has 
been obtained by the registrant and not 
previously submitted to the Agency In¬ 
cluding laboratory studies and accident 
experience. 

(4) Amendments during the two-year 
period. Applications for amended regis¬ 
tration of products subject to reregis¬ 
tration between October 21, 1974 and 
October 21, 1976 will be processed inde¬ 
pendent of reregistration unless they are 
included as a part of the reregistration 
application. However, amended regis¬ 
tration of a product approved prior to 
reregistration of that product will be 
effective only for the period between ap¬ 
proval of the amendment and reregis¬ 
tration of the product, and labeling re¬ 
vised for purposes of the amendment 
may require further revision prior to 
reregistration. 

(f) Notice of application —(1) Publi¬ 
cation. Promptly after receipt of an ap¬ 
plication for new or amended registra¬ 
tion and the required supporting data, 
file Administrator shall publish in the 
Federal Register a notice of such appli¬ 
cation for registration if the pesticide 
contains any new active ingredient or 
h a changed use pattern is proposed. 
The notice shall include the company 
name and address, the name of the ac¬ 
tive ingredient(s) or the changed use 


pattern, and the proposed classification. 
The notice shall provide a period of 30 
days in which any Federal agency or 
any other interested person may com¬ 
ment. 

(2) Consideration and availability of 
comments. —Prior to making final de¬ 
terminations or. the proposed applica¬ 
tion, consideration shall be given to writ- 
ten comments submitted as specified in 
the Federal Register notice. All com¬ 
ments must, in order to assure consider¬ 
ation, be received by the 30th day from 
publication in the Federal Register. 
Those comments received on the 31st 
day and after shall be considered only 
to the extent such consideration would 
not delay subsequent processing of the 
application. All written comments made 
pursuant to the notice shall be made 
available for public inspection. 

§ 162.7 Disposition of applications. 

(a) General. All applications for new 
registration, reregistration, amended 
registration, or supplemental registrar 
tion, and all resubmissions of such ap¬ 
plications, will be processed as described 
below. 

(b) Time for acting with respect to 
application. The Agency shall review all 
application submissions and accompany¬ 
ing data as expeditiously as possible, nor¬ 
mally within 90 days. Applications which 
require consultation with other Federal 
agencies may take longer. 

(c) Approval of registration —(1) Cri¬ 
teria for Approval. The Administrator 
shall register a pesticide product or ap¬ 
prove amended and supplemental regis¬ 
tration if he determines that, when con¬ 
sidered with any restrictions imposed 
through use classification as outlined in 
section 3(d) of the Act and Section 162.11 
of th's* regulations: 

(i) The composition is such as to be 
effective for all purposes (uses) set forth 
on the label (see §§ 162.8 and 162.10); 

(ii) The product is not misbranded as 
defined in section 2(q) of the Act, and 
its labeling complies with the applicable 
requirements of the Act, § 162.10, and the 
Registration Guidelines; 

(iii) The test data and other material 
required to be submitted with the regis¬ 
tration application comply with the re¬ 
quirements of the Act, § 162.8 and the 
data requirements of the Registration 
Guidelines; 

(iv) The pesticide will perform its in¬ 
tended function without unreasonable 
adverse effects on the environment and 
when used in accordance with wide¬ 
spread and commonly recognized prac¬ 
tice will not generally cause unreason¬ 
able adverse effects on the environment. 
Further guidance and certain findings 
concerning what constitute unreasonable 
adverse effects on the environment are 
set forth in § 162.11; and 

(v) A tolerance or exemption from the 
tolerance requirement has been obtained, 
as provided in Section 406, 408, or 409 
of the Federal Food. Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (21 U.S.C. 346, 346a, and 348) if the 
proposed labeling bears directions for 
use on food (including raw agricultural 


commodities, processed food, animal feed, 
and drinking water) or if the intended 
use of the pesticide results or may re¬ 
sult, directly or indirectly, in residues of 
the pesticide becoming a component of 
food or otherwise affecting the charac¬ 
teristics of food. 

(2) Notice of approval. The Adminis¬ 
trator shall promptly publish in the Fed¬ 
eral Register a notice of approval of the 
registration for any pesticide product as 
to which notice of application was pub¬ 
lished under § 162.6(f) concerning pesti¬ 
cides having a new active ingredient or a 
changed use pattern. Notice of registra¬ 
tion will not be issued until final printed 
labeling has been approved by the Ad¬ 
ministrator. 

(d) Denial of registration —(1) Notifi¬ 
cation. The Administrator shall deny 
registration if the pesticide product fails 
to meet any of the requirements of para¬ 
graph (c) of this section or if there is 
insufficient data to make the required 
determination. Promptly after making 
such a determination, he shall notify the 
applicant by certified letter of the denial 
of registration including the reasons and 
factual basis for the determination. 

(2) Opportunity for remedy by appli¬ 
cant. Within 30 days, beginning the day 
after the date on which the applicant 
receives the notice, the applicant will be 
afforded the opportunity to remove the 
objection to registration by corrective ac¬ 
tion or other appropriate response. The 
applicant shall also have the opportunity 
to withdraw his application. 

(3) Federal Register publication. If 
the applicant fails to take the action as 
provided in paragraph (d)(2) of this sec¬ 
tion, the Administrator shall promptly 
publish in the Federal Register a notice 
of denial of registration. Such notice 
shall set forth the reasons and factual 
basis for the denial and shall contain 
the name and address of the applicant, 
the product name, the name and per¬ 
centage by weight of each active ingredi¬ 
ent in the product, the proposed patterns 
of use, and the proposed classification. 

(4) Appeal rights. Within 30 days fol¬ 
lowing publication of the denial in the 
Federal Register, the applicant or any 
interested party with the written author¬ 
ization of the applicant may request a 
hearing as provided for in section 6(b) 
of the Act and Part 164 of these regula¬ 
tions. 

(e) Disposition of material submitted 
in support of registration. The test data 
and other information submitted in sup¬ 
port of the registration shall become a 
part of the official file for that product. 
Except as provided by Section 10 of the 
Act, within 30 days after the registration 
of a pesticide, the data called for in the 
registration statement together with such 
other scientific information as the 
Administrator deems relevant to his de¬ 
cision shall be made available for public 
inspection at the Agency. 

§ 162.8 Data in support of registration. 

(a) Submission. The applicant shall 
submit test data and other information 
necessary to support all claims made for 
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the product and to establish that the 
product meets the requirements of Sec¬ 
tions 162.7 and 162.11 of this Part. In 
submitting required data, the applicant 
may clearly mark any portions thereof 
which in his opinion are trade secrets or 
commercial or ilnancitl information and 
submit such marked material separately 
from other material submitted with the 
application. 

(b) Data requirements for new regis¬ 
tration —(1) General, (i) The data re¬ 
quired by paragraph <b) (2), (3). and (4) 
of this section shall be submitted accord¬ 
ing to the specifications of the Registra¬ 
tion Guidelines. Sound experimental sta¬ 
tistical design shall be utilized to support 
all test results. The Registration Guide¬ 
lines also specify under what conditions 
additional data may be required and the 
technical nature of the tests required to 
support submitted data. Nothing included 
in or omitted from the Registration 
Guidelines shall, however, relieve the 
applicant of the responsibility to appl^ 
all relevant available knowledge in de¬ 
signing tests and evaluating results. 
Where the applicant believes that the 
Registration Guidelines are not applica¬ 
ble to a specific pesticide or product, he 
shall submit a written statement setting 
forth his reasons for arriving at such a 
conclusion and shall consult with the 
Agency to determine what data are 
necessary. 

(ii) The Agency may. if necessary, 
periodically revise the requirements for 
information in support of the registra¬ 
tion of a pesticide. Such revised require¬ 
ments shall be published in the Registra¬ 
tion Guidelines. If any additional infor¬ 
mation is required concerning previously 
registered pesticides, the Agency shall 
permit the registrant sufficient time to 
obtain such additional information. 

(iii) The determination of whether 
a product is hazardous is based on the 
physical, chemical, and toxicological 
properties of the product itself and on 
the use to which the product is put. 
Testing of the mixture as it is to be 
marketed may therefore be necessary 
and required to support a registration. 

(2) Efficacy. Data are required to sub¬ 
stantiate efficacy claims made for the 
pesticide product. Evidence of product 
efficacy will be demonstrated through 
laboratory and/or field-testing proce¬ 
dures which closely approach actual 
use(s). Actual test procedures will vary 
according to the characteristics of the 
chemical, the type of formulation, the 
target pest, the use patterns, and the 
methods and time of application. The 
following general data shall be sub¬ 
mitted by the applicant as prescribed 
in the Registration Guidelines: 

(i) Data to support the minimum ef¬ 
fective dosage and dosage range. 

(ii) Description of application tech¬ 
niques, including equipment used in ap¬ 
plication, method, timing and site of 
application. 

(ill) Evaluation of the action of the 
product in preventing, destroying, re¬ 
pelling or mitigating a pest; accelerat¬ 
ing or retarding the rate of growth or 


otherwise altering the behavior of 
plants; defoliating plants or artificially 
accelerating the drying of plant tissue; 
whichever is most applicable to the 
product and uses under considerations. 

(iv) Evaluation of the chemical and 
physical compatibilities of components 
of formulated pesticides, including the 
compatibility of mixtures of pesticides 
with diluents, emulsifiers, fertilizers, sol¬ 
vents. spreaders and stickers, when such 
mixtures are recommended on the 
labeling. 

(3) General and environmental chem¬ 
istry. The applicant shall submit data 
relative to general and environmental 
chemistry as prescribed in the Regis¬ 
tration Guidelines. 

(i) The general chemistry data shall 
include: 

(A) Information on the technical 
chemicals used as the active ingredi¬ 
ents in the product, including: 

(1) Complete composition of the 
technical chemical, including the names 
and percentages of impurities. 

(2) Basic manufacturing process of 
the technical chemical, 

<3) Purity of starting and intermedi¬ 
ate materials used in the manufacturing 
process, 

(4) Basic physical and chemical 
characteristics of the technical chemi¬ 
cal or a purer form of the active in¬ 
gredient. and 

(5) Analytical methods for the prin¬ 
cipal component and impurities; and 

(B) Information on the pesticide prod¬ 
uct, including: 

(1) Complete composition, including 
the name and percentage of each ingre¬ 
dient, active or inert. 

(2) Basic manufacturing process of 
the product, 

(3) Storage stability over the expected 
shelf-life period, and 

(4) Method of analysis for identifying 
and quantifying the active ingredients 
in the product. 

(ii) The environmental chemistry data 
shall Include: 

(A) Information on the stability of 
the active ingredients, such as rate, type, 
and degree of degradation or metabolism 
in soils, water, water with suspended 
solids, bottom sediments, and on sur¬ 
faces, including photodegradation ef¬ 
fects; and 

(B) Information on the persistence of 
the active ingredient and its important 
metabolites and degradation products, 
such as occurrence of those unextract- 
able residues in soil termed “bound” resi¬ 
dues. buildup of residues due to repeated 
applications, likelihood of residues in 
livestock drinking water or irrigation 
water that would result in accumulation 
in food or feed, and uses where residues 
from pesticide products would result in 
accumulation in fish; and 

(C) Information on the movement of 
the active Ingredient and its important 
metabolites and degradation products 
(when applicable), such as pattern of 
movement in flowing water, volatility, 
translocation in plants, leaching and 


lateral movement in soil, and pattern of 
movement during soil runoff conditions. 

(D) Information in support of safe 
methods for the disposal of pesticides 
and pesticide containers. 

(4) Product hazard. The applicant 
shall submit data which assess pesticide 
hazard to man and to the environment. 
Laboratory and field studies to support 
these data shall be conducted with both 
the active ingredient(s) and the specific 
pesticide formulation. When data on 
active ingredient(s) and formulation do 
not allow a«ati$factory decision on prod¬ 
uct hazard, further studies may also be 
required for major metabolites, degrada¬ 
tion and/or reaction products. The fol¬ 
lowing data obtained through suitable 
animal tests shall be submitted by the 
applicant as prescribed in the Registra¬ 
tion Guidelines. 

(1) Hazard to humans and domestic 
animals. (A) Laboratory-scale acute 
effects data including oral, dermal, in¬ 
halation. and ocular exposure hazard; 

(B) Sub-acute, chronic, and delayed 
effects data including potential muta¬ 
genic. teratogenic, oncogenic, metabolic 
hazards and chronic effects on the cen¬ 
tral nervous svstem, heematopoetic sys¬ 
tem. and histological changes in the liver, 
kidney and reproductive systems (male 
and female); 

(C) Diagnostic and antidotal informa¬ 
tion: and 

(D) Foliar residue and exposure data 
necessary to determine required intervals 
between pesticide use and safe reentry 
into treated areas and suggested pre¬ 
cautionary statements based on such 
data. 

(ii) Environmental hazard. Data on 
the hazard to fish and wildlife includ ng 
mammalian toxicity, acute and subacute 
avian toxicity, acute aquatic organism 
toxicitv. and subacute, delayed or chronic 
toxic effects. 

(c) Data requirements for reregistra¬ 
tion — (1) Genera 1 . Unless additional data 
are requested by the Agency under para¬ 
graph (d) of this section, pesticide prod¬ 
ucts subject to reregistration under 
§ 162.6(e) shall be supported by the fol¬ 
lowing data to determine their use clas¬ 
sification^) and re-registrability. 

(2) Acute toxicity data. (1) The appli¬ 
cant shall submit toxicity data required 
to make the determination set forth in 
§ 162.11(c) (2) (iii) (A>. (B) and (O. un¬ 
less the data have been previously sub¬ 
mitted to the Agency or the product’s 
patterns of use do not result in exposure 
tr the indicated organisms. 

(ii) Except as provided in (i) above, 
no additional acute toxicity data shall 
be required for reregistration and clas¬ 
sification unless the Agency notifies the 
applicant that data in the product’s reg¬ 
istration file are inadequate to support 
the registration. If an applicant desires 
tc have the product classified under the 
criteria of § 162.11(c)(1), the applicant 
shall submit the toxicity data required by 
that section. However, to be considered 
under § 162.11(c) (1), the Agency will 
require toxicity data determined by testa 
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conducted only with the formulated 
product. If the applicant has submitted 
previously such data, he shall so notify 

the Agency. 

(3) Subacute and chronic toxicity 
data. For the purposes of reregistration 
and classification under §§162.0(e) and 
162 . 11 (c)( 2 ), registrants of pesticide 
products which meet the criteria listed 
below shall be required to submit sup¬ 
portive data. Acceptable procedures for 
required studies are included in the Reg¬ 
istration Guidelines. If such data have 
been previously submitted and meet the 
intent and reliability standards estab¬ 
lished in the Registration Guidelines, the 
registrant shall so notify the Agency and 
need not resubmit the required data. 

(i) Teratogenic evaluation of the active 
ingredient(s) in a mammalian test sys¬ 
tem will be required if the pesticide use 
results in significant exposure to women 
in residences, enclosed working spaces, 
or their immediate vicinity. 

(ii) Oncogenic evaluation of the active 
Ingredient (s) will be required if (A) the 
active ingredient(s), its metabolite(s) or 
degradation product (s) contains within 
its structure a chemical moiety(ies) 
typically found in compounds which ini¬ 
tiate oncogenesis in mammalian test 
systems, or (B) the pesticide needs a 
tolerance or an exemption from the re¬ 
quirement to obtain a tolerance (see 
§ 162.7(c) (1) (v)). 

(iii) If the active ingredient(s) of a 
product proves to be oncogenic in a mam¬ 
malian test system at any level and if the 
product is used in residences, enclosed 
working spaces, or their immediate 
vicinity, a mutagenic evaluation will be 
required. 

(iv) Chronic feeding studies will be re¬ 
quired (A) for pesticides which need a 
tolerance or an exemption from the re¬ 
quirement to obtain a tolerance, or (B) 
for pesticides intended for use in resi¬ 
dencies, working spaces, or their im¬ 
mediate vicinity. Such chronic feeding 
studies shall include studies of effects 
on the central nervous system, 
haematopoetic system, and histological 
changes in the liver, kidney and repro¬ 
ductive systems (male and female). 

(v) Reproduction studies will be re¬ 
quired for pesticides which need a 
tolerance or an exemption from the re¬ 
quirement to obtain a tolerance. Such 
reproduction studies shall consist of a 
three generation investigation. 

(4) Reentry and disposal data, (i) 
Foliar residue and exposure studies will 
he required for cholinesterase-inhibiting 
Pesticides. Such studies shall be designed 
to provide data sufficient to establish 
satisfactory precautions to protect per¬ 
sons reentering treated areas. 

(ii) Information will be required in 
support of safe methods for the disposal 
°i pesticides and pesticide containers. 

(d) Additional data. The Agency shall 
periodically revise the information 
support the registration of a 
pesticide. Such revisions of required in- 
iormation shall be contained in the 
Registration Guidelines. If any addi¬ 
tional information is required on 


previously registered pesticides, the 
Agency shall permit sufficient time to 
obtain such additional information. 

§ 162.9 Consideration of data in support 
of registration [ Reserved ] 

§ 162.10 Labeling requirements. 

(a) General —(1) Contents of the 
label. Every pesticide product shall bear 
a label containing the information speci¬ 
fied by the Act and the regulations in 
this Part. The contents of a label must 
show clearly and prominently the fol¬ 
lowing: 

(1) The name, brand, or trademark 
under which the product is sold as pre¬ 
scribed in paragraph (b) of this section; 

(ii) The name and address of the pro¬ 
ducer, registrant, or person for whom 
produced as prescribed in paragraph <c) 
of this section; 

(iii) The net contents as prescribed in 
paragraph (d) of this section; 

(iv) The product registration number 
as prescribed in paragraph (e) of this 
section; 

(v) The producing establishment num¬ 
ber as prescribed in paragraph (f) of this 
section; 

(vi) An ingredient statement as pre¬ 
scribed in paragraph (g) of this section; 

(vii) Warning or precautionary state¬ 
ments as prescribed in paragraph (h) of 
this section; 

(viii) The directions for use as pre¬ 
scribed in paragraph (i) of this section; 
and 

(ix) The use classification (s) as pre¬ 
scribed in paragraph (j) of this section. 

(2) Prominence and legibility . (i) All 
words, statements, graphic representa¬ 
tions, designs or other information re¬ 
quired on the labeling by the Act or the 
regulations in this Part must be clearly 
legible to a person with normal vision, 
and must be placed with such conspicu¬ 
ousness (as compared with other words, 
statements, designs, or graphic matter 
on the labeling) and expressed in such 
terms as to render it likely to be read 
and understood by the ordinary individ¬ 
ual under customary conditions of pur¬ 
chase and use. 

(ii) All required label text must: 

(A) Be set in 6-point or larger type; 

(B) Appear on a clear contrasting 
background; and 

(C) Not be obscured or crowded. 

(3) Language to be used. All required 
label or labeling text shall appear in the 
English language; provided, however, the 
Agency may require or the applicant may 
propose additional text in other lan¬ 
guages as is considered necessary to pro¬ 
tect the public. All labeling requirements 
will be applied equally to both the Eng¬ 
lish and other-language versions of the 
labeling, and the complete text must ap¬ 
pear in both languages. 

(4) Placement of Label —(i) General. 
The label shall appear on or be securely 
attached to the immediate container of 
the pesticide. If under customary condi¬ 
tions of distribution and sale the im¬ 
mediate retail container is enclosed 
within a wrapper or outside container 
through which the label cannot be clearly 
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read, the label must al~o appear on such 
outside wrapper or container. 

(ii) Tank cars and other bulk con¬ 
tainers. The label for pesticides in tank 
cars or other bulk containers shall be 
attached to the panel borne by such cars 
and containers for the purpose of attach¬ 
ing notices. Where no such panel is pres¬ 
ent, it may be placed on any conspicuous 
part of the car or container. 

(5) False or misleading statements. 
A pesticide or device [subject to defini¬ 
tion under section 25(c)(4) of the Act! 
is misbranded if its labeling is false or 
misleading in any particular. Examples 
of statements or representations in the 
labeling which would constitute mis¬ 
branding include the following: 

(i) A false or misleading statement 
concerning the composition of the 
product. 

(ii) A false or misleading statement 
concerning the effectiveness of the prod¬ 
uct as a pesticide or device. 

(iii) A false or misleading statement 
about the value of the product for pur¬ 
poses other than as a pesticide or device. 

(iv) A false or misleading comparison 
with other pesticides or devices. 

(v) Any statement directly or indi¬ 
rectly implying that the pesticide or 
device is recommended or endorsed by 
any agency of the Federal Government. 

(vi) The name of a pesticide which 
contains two or more principal active 
ingredients if it suggests the name of 
one or more but not all such principal 
active ingredients even though the names 
of the other ingredients are stated else¬ 
where ir. the labeling. 

(vii) A true statement used in such 
a way as to give a false or misleading 
impression to the purchaser. 

(viii) Label disclaimers which negate 
or detract from labeling statements re¬ 
quired under the Act and these regula¬ 
tions. 

(ix) Claims as to the safety of the 
pesticide or its ingredients, including 
statements such as “safe,” “nonpoison- 
ous,” “noninjurious.” “harmless” or 
“nontoxic to humans and pets” with or 
without such a qualifying phrase as 
“when used as directed.” 

(x) N-on-numerical and/or compara¬ 
tive statements on the toxicity of the 
product. 

(6) Final printed labeling, (i) Except 
as provided in paragraph (a)(6)(ii) of 
this section, final printed labeling must 
be submitted and approved prior to reg¬ 
istration. However, final printed labeling 
need not be submitted until draft label 
texts have been provisionally approved 
by the Agency. 

(ii) Clearly legible reproductions or 
photo reductions will be accepted for 
unusual labels such as those silk-screened 
directly onto glass or metal containers 
or large bag or drum labels. Such re¬ 
productions must be of microfilm re¬ 
production quality. 

(b) Name, brand or trademark, (l) 
The name, brand or trademark under 
which the pesticide is sold shall appear 
on the front panel of the label. 
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(2) No name, brand or trademark 
may appear on the label which: 

(1) Is false or misleading; or 

(ii) Has not been approved by the 
Administrator through registration or 
supplemental registration os an addi¬ 
tional name pursuant to $ 162.6(d). 

(c) Name and address of producer, 
registrant, or person for whom produced. 
An unqualified name and address given 
on the label shall be considered as the 
name and address of the producer. If 
the registrant’s name appears on the 
label and the registrant is not the pro¬ 
ducer. or if the name of the person for 
whom the pesticide was produced ap¬ 
pears on the label, it must be qualified by 
appropriate wording such as “Packed 
for • • V “Distributed by • * V or 
“Sold by • • •" to show that the name 
is not that of the producer. 

(d) Net weight or measure of con¬ 
tents. <1) The net weight or measure of 
content shall be exclusive of wrappers 
or other materials and shall be the aver¬ 
age content unless explicitly stated as a 
minimum quantity. 

(2) If the product is a liquid, the net 
content statement shall be in terms of 
liquid measure at 68*P (20 Q C) and shall 
be expressed in conventional American 
units of fluid ounces, pints, quarts, and 
gallons. 

(3) If the product is a solid, semi¬ 
solid, viscous, or a mixture of liquid and 
solid, the net content statement shall be 
in terms of weight expressed as avoir¬ 
dupois pounds and ounces. 

(4) In all cases, net content shall be 
stated in terms of the largest suitable 
units, i.e. “2 pounds” rather than “32 
ounces.” 

(5) In addition to the required units 
specified, net content may be expressed 
in metric units. 

(6) Variation above minimum con¬ 
tent or around an average is permissible 
only to the extent that it represents de¬ 
viation unavoidable in good manufac¬ 
turing practice. Variation below a stated 
minimum is not permitted. In no case 
shall the average content of the pack¬ 
ages in a shipment fall below the stated 
average content. 

(e) Product registration number. The 
registration number assigned to the pes¬ 
ticide at the time of registration shall 
appear on the label, preceded by the 
phrase “EPA Registration No..“ or the 
phrase “EPA Reg. No.” The registration 
number shall be set in type of a size and 
style similar to other print on that part 
of the label on which it appears and 
shall run parallel to it. The registration 
number and the required Identifying 
phrase shall not appear in such a man¬ 
ner as to suggest or imply recommenda¬ 
tion or endorsement of the product by 
the Agency. 

(f) Establishment registration num¬ 
ber. The label or the immediate con¬ 
tainer shall bear the establishment reg¬ 
istration number of the final establish¬ 
ment at which the product was produced, 
preceded by the phrase “EPA Est." The 
establishment registration number may 
appear in any location on the label or 


immediate container; it must also ap¬ 
pear on the wrapper of the package if 
there is one through which the EPA es¬ 
tablishment registration number on the 
immediate container cannot be clearly 
read. 

(g) Ingredient statement —(1) Gen¬ 
eral. The label of each pesticide must 
bear a statement which contains the 
name and percentage by weight of each 
active ingredient, the total percentage 
by weight of all inert ingredients; and 
if the pesticide contains arsenic in any 
form, a statement of the percentages of 
total and water soluble arsenic calculated 
as elemental arsenic. The active ingre¬ 
dients must be designated by the term 
“active ingredients" and the inert in¬ 
gredients by the term “inert ingredients,” 
or the singular forms of these terms 
when appropriate. These terms shall be 
in the same type size, be aligned to the 
same margin and be equally prominent. 
The statement “Inert Ingredients, none" 
is not required for pesticides which con¬ 
tain 100 percent active ingredients. Un¬ 
less the ingredient statement is a com¬ 
plete analysis of the pesticide, the t^rm 
“analysis" shall not be used as a heading 
for the ingredient statement. 

(2) Position of ingredient statement. 
(i) The ingredient statement is normally 
required on the front panel of the label. 
If th^re is an outside container or wrap¬ 
per through which the ingredient state¬ 
ment cannot be clearlv read, the ingre¬ 
dient statement must also appear on such 
outside container or wrapper. If the size 
or form of the package makes it imprac¬ 
ticable to place the ingredient statement 
on the front panel of the label, permis¬ 
sion may be granted for the ingredient 
statement to appear elsewhere. 

(ii) The text of the ingredient state¬ 
ment must run parallel with other text 
on the panel on which it appears, but the 
required statement must be clearly dis¬ 
tinguishable from and must not be placed 
in the body of other text. 

(3) Names to be used in ingredient 
statement. The name used for each in¬ 
gredient shall be the accepted common 
name, if there is one. followed by the 
chemical name. The common name may 
be used alone only if it is well known. If 
no common name has been established, 
the chemical name alone shall be used. 
In no case will the use of a trademark 


or proprietary name be permitted unless 
such name has been accepted as a com¬ 
mon name as prescribed in the Registra¬ 
tion Guidelines. 

(4) Statement of percentages. The per¬ 
centages of ingredients shall be stated 
in terms of weight-to-weight. The sum 
of percentages of the active and the inert 
ingredients shall be 100. Percentages 
shall not be expressed by a range of 
values such as “22-25%." 

(5) Accuracy of stated percentages. 
The percentages given shall be as precise 
as possible reflecting good manufactur¬ 
ing practice. If there may be unavoid¬ 
able variation between manufacturing 
batches, the value stated for each active 
ingredient shall be the lowest percentage 
which may be present. 

(6) Deterioration upon standing. Pes¬ 
ticides which deteriorate significantly on 
standing must meet special labeling re¬ 
quirements: 

(i) In cases where it is determined that 
a pesticide deteriorates significantly, the 
product must bear the following warning 
in a prominent position on the label: 

This product is subject to deterioration. 
Not for sale or use after [ _|. 

(ii) The product must meet all label 
claims up to the end date stated on the 
label. 

(7) Inert ingredients. The Adminis¬ 
trator may require the name of any inert 
ingredient(s) in the ingredient state¬ 
ment if he determines that the ingredi- 
ent(s) poses a hazard to man or the 
environment. 

(h) Warnings and precautionary state¬ 
ments. Required warnings and precau¬ 
tionary statements concerning the gen¬ 
eral areas of toxicolotrical hazard in¬ 
cluding hazard to children, environ¬ 
mental hazard, and physical or chemical 
hazard fall into two groups: those re¬ 
quired on the front panel of the labeling 
and those which may appear elsewhere. 
Specific requirements concerning con¬ 
tent, placement, type size, and promi¬ 
nence are outlined below. 

(1) Required front panel statements. 
With the exception of the child hazard 
warning statement, the text required on 
the front panel of the label is determined 
by the Toxicity Category of the pesti¬ 
cide. The category is assigned on the 
basis of the highest hazard shown by 
any of the indicators In the table below: 


Toxiutt Cateooriks 


IlazArd indicators 

i 

n 

TTT 

IV 

Oral LD*. 

Up to and including 
50 mg/kg. 

From 50 through 500 

From 500 through 

Greater than 5,000 

Inhalation LC»: 

mg/kg. 

5,000 mg/kg. 

mg/kg. 

<a) Dust or mist... 

Up to and Including 

2.0 mg/1. 

From 2.0 through 20... 

From 20 through 200.. 

Greater than 200. 

(b) Gas or vapor.. 

Up to and including 

From 200 through 

From 2,000 through 

Oreator lhaa 

200 p/m. 

2.000. 

20,000. 

20.000. 

Derma] LDm. 

Up lo and including 
200 mv/kg. 

From 200 through 

From 2,000 throuth 

Greater than 


2,000. 

20.000. 

20,000. 

Eye efforts. 

Irreversible corneal 
opacity at 7 days. 

Corneal opacity 
reversible within 7 
days or irritation 
persisting for 7 

No cornea! opacity 
Irritation reversible 
wit hin 7 days. 

No Irritation. 

SHn Irritation. 

8evere irritation or 

days. 

Moderate Irritation at 

Mild or slight irrita* 

No Irritation at TS 


damage at 72 hours. 

72 hours. 

Uon at 72 hours. 

hours. 
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(1) Human hazard signal word —(A) 
Toxicity Category I. All products falling 
into Toxicity Category I shall bear the 
signal word “Danger.** In addition, if the 
pesticide was assigned to Toxicity Cate¬ 
gory I on the basis of its oral, inhalation 
or dermal toxicity (as distinct from 
skin and eye effects), the word “Poison** 
shall appear in red on a background of 
dist inctly contrasting color, and the skull 
and crossbones shall appear in immediate 
proximity to the word “poison.” 

(B) Toxicity Category II. All products 
falling into Toxicity Category II shall 
bear the signal word “Warning.** 

(C) Toxicity Category III. All products 
falling into Toxicity Category III shall 
bear the signal word “Caution.** 

(D) Toxicity Category IV. All products 
falling into Toxicity Category IV shall 
bear the signal word “Caution.” 

(E> Use of signal words. The use of 
the signal word(s) associated with the 
Toxicity Category into which the prod¬ 
uct falls is mandatory. Use of the signal 
word(s) associated with a higher Toxic¬ 
ity Category is not permitted except 
when in the opinion of the Agency such 
labeling is necessary to prevent unrea¬ 
sonable adverse effects on man or the en¬ 
vironment. In no case shall more than 
one human hazard signal word appear 
on the front panel of a label. 

Hi) Child hazard warning. Every pes¬ 
ticide label shall bear on the front panel 
the statement “Keep out of reach of 
children.** Only in cases where the likeli¬ 
hood of contact with children during 
distribution, marketing, storage or use 
is demonstrated by the applicant to be 
extremely remote, or if the nature of the 
product is such that it is likely to be used 
on infants or small children without 
causing injury under any reasonably 
foreseeable conditions, may the Admin¬ 
istrator waive this requirement. 

(iii) Statement of practical treat- 
ment —(A) Toxicity Category I. A state¬ 
ment of practical treatment (first aid or 
other) shall appear on the front panel of 
the label of all pesticides falling into 
Toxicity Category I on the basis of oral, 
inhalation or dermal toxicity. The 
Agency may. however, permit reasonable 
variations in the placement of the 
statement of practical treatment if some 
reference such as “See statement of 
practical treatment on back panel*’ ap¬ 
pears on the front panel near the word 
"Poison" and the skull and crossbones. 

( B) Other toxicity categories. The 
statement of practical treatment is not 
required on the front panel except as 
described in (A) above. The applicant 
may, however, include such a front panel 
statement at his option. Statements of 
practical treatment are, however, re¬ 
quired elsewhere on the label in accord 
with paragraph (h)(2) of this section 
if they do not appear on the front panel. 

Placement and prominence. All 
the required front panel warning state¬ 
ments shall be grouped together on the 
label, and shall appear with sufficient 

prominence relative to other front panel 
text and graphic material to make them 
nnlikely to be overlooked under custom¬ 


ary conditions of purchase and use. The 
following table shows the minimum type 
size requirements for the front panel 
warning statements on various sizes of 
labels: 


Site of label, 
front panel, 
in square inches 

Required 
signal word, 
oil capitals 

“Keep out o T 

Reach of 
Children" 


Points 

PvimU 

5 and under. 

ft 

ft 

Above 5 to 10_ 

10 

0 

AIhjvo 10 to 15.. 

12 

8- 

Above 15 to 30. 

14 

10 

Over 30. 

18 

12 


(2) Other required warnings and pre¬ 
cautionary statements. The warnings 
and precautionary statements as re¬ 
quired below shall appear together on 


the label under the general heading 
“Precautionary Statements” and under 
appropriate subheadings of “Hazard to 
Humans and Domestic Animals’*, “En¬ 
vironmental Hazard” and “Physical or 
Chemical Hazard.’* 

(i) Hazard to humans and domestic 
animals. (A) For each indicator of haz¬ 
ard Included in the table of Toxicity 
Categories above, this section shall in¬ 
clude a clear statement of the particular 
hazard and the route (s) of exposure and 
a statement of the precautions to be 
taken to avoid accident, injury or 
damage. 

(B) The following table describes re¬ 
quired statements. These statements 
may be modified to reflect specific haz¬ 
ards, and should be considered illustra¬ 
tive rather than definitive. 


Required Precautionary Statements by Toxicity Category 


Toxicity 

category 


Oral, Inhalation, or dermal toxicity 


Skin and eye Irritation 


Poisonous it swallowed (inhaled or ahftorbed 
through skin). Do net breathe vapor (dust or 
spray mist). Do not get In eyes, on skin, or on 
clothing. (Front panel statement of practical 
treatment required.) 


Corrosive, causes eye and skin damage (or skin 
Irritation). Do not get In eyes, on skin, or on 
clothing. Wear gogeles or face shield and rubber 
gloves when handling. Harmful or fatal If 
swallowed. (Appropriate fust aid stutoinenL 
required.) 

Causes eye (and skin) Irritation. Do nnt get in» 
eyes, on akin, or on clothing. Harmful it 
swallowod. (Appropriate llrst aid statement 
required.) 


III.. 


IV_ 


Mav be fatal If swallowed (Inhaled or absorbed 
through the skin). Do not hreAthe vupors 
(dust or spray mist). Do not get in eyes, on 
skin, or on clothing. (Appropriate first aid 
statement required.) 

Harmful If swallowed (Inhaled or absorbed 
through the skin). Avoid breathing vapors 
(dust or spray mist). Avoid contacf with skin 
(eyes or clothing). (Apixropriulo first aid siato* 

men* required.) . 5 

. (No cauUon stulemeni required.).. . (No caution statement required.) 


Avoid contact with skin, eyes, or clothing. Tn 
case of contact Immediately flush eyes or skin- 
wit h plenty of water. (Jet medical alien lion if 
irritation iwrsists. 


(11) Environmental hazards. Where 
a hazard exists to birds, fish, wildlife 
or pollinating insects, precautionary 
statements are required stating the na¬ 
ture of the hazard and the appropriate 
precautions to warn of potential acci¬ 
dent, injury or damage to non target 
species or to the environment Examples 
of such statements and the circumstances 
under which they are required to follow: 

(A) If a pesticide for outdoor use has 
a mammalian acute oral LD*. of 100 mg/ 
kg or less, the statement “Toxic to Wild¬ 
life” is required. 

(B) If a pesticide for outdoor use has 
a fish acute LCso of 1 ppm or less, the 
statement “Toxic to Fish” Is required. 

(C) If a pesticide for outdoor use 
has an avian acute oral LDm of 100 mg/ 
kg or less, or a subacute dietary LCso 
of 500 ppm or less, the statement “Toxic 
to Birds” is required. 


(A) Pressurized Cowtaoters 


Characteristics 

Flash point at or below 20'F; or If there la 
a flashback at any valve opening. 


Flash point above 20*F and not over 80“F; 
or IX the flame extension Is more than 18 
Inches long at a distance of 6 inches from 
the flame. 


<D) If either accident history or field 
studies indicate any kill of birds or 
mammals resulting from use of the pesti¬ 
cide, the statement “Birds and other 
wildlife in treated areas may be killed” is 
required. 

(E) For uses involving foliar appli¬ 
cation to agricultural crops, forests, or 
shade trees, or for mosquito abatement 
treatments, pesticides toxic to bees must 
bear appropriate label cautions. 

(F) For all outdoor uses other than 
aquatic applications the label must bear 
the cauUon “Keep out of lakes, ponds or 
streams. Do not contaminate water by 
cleaning of equipment or disposal of 
wastes.” 

(Hi) Physical or chemical hazards . 
Warnings concerning flammability, ex¬ 
plosive or other physical hazard are re¬ 
quired in accordance with the properties 
of the pesticide. Flammability precau¬ 
tions and the circumstances under which 
they are required are as follows: 


Required text 

Danger: Extremely flammable. Contents 
under pressure. Keep away from Are, 
sparks and heated surfaces. Do not punc¬ 
ture or incinerate container. Exposure to 
temperatures above I30 # P may cause 
bursting. 

Warning: Flammable. Contents under pres¬ 
sure: Keep away from beat, sparks, and 
open flame. Do not puncture or Incinerate 
container. Exposure to temperatures above 
130 F may cause bursting. 
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Characteristic* Required text 

All other pressurized containers____ Warning: Contents under pressure. Do not 

use or store near heat or open flame. Do 
not puncture or Incinerate container. Ex¬ 
posure to temperatures above 13CTF may 
cause bursting. 

(B) Non pressurized Containers 


Flash point 

At or below 20*P_ 

Above 20°P and not over 80°F. 
Above 80 r F and not over 160 n P. 


(i) Directions for Use —(1) General 
requirements — (l) Adequacy and clarity 
of directions. Directions for use must 
be stated in terms which can be easily 
read and understood by the average 
person likely to use or to supervise the 
use of the pesticide. When followed, di¬ 
rections must be adequate to protect the 
public from fraud and from personal in¬ 
jury and to prevent unreasonable ad¬ 
verse effects on the environment. 

(ii) Placement of directions for use. 
Directions may appear on any portion 
of the label provided that they are con¬ 
spicuous enough to be easily read by the 
user of the pesticide product. Directions 
for use may appear on printed or graphic 
matter which accompanies the pesti¬ 
cide, provided that: 

(A) If required by the Agency, such 
printed or graphic matter is securely 
attached to each package of the pesti¬ 
cide, or placed within the outside 
wrapper or bag; 

(B) The label bears a reference to 
the directions for use on accompany¬ 
ing leaflets or circulars, such as “See 
directions on the enclosed circular;” and 

(C) In the opinion of the Adminis¬ 
trator, it is not necessary for such direc¬ 
tions to appear on the label. 

(iii) Exceptions to requirement for 
directions for use. (A) Detailed direc¬ 
tions for use may be omitted from label¬ 
ing of pesticides which are intended for 
use only by manufacturers of products 
other than pesticides in their regular 
manufacturing processes, provided that: 

(1) The label clearly shows that the 
product is intended for use only in man¬ 
ufacturing processes and specifies the 
type(s) of products involved; 

(2) Adequate information such as 
technical data sheets or bulletins, is 
available to the trade specifying the 
type of pesticide involved and its proper 
use in manufacturing processes; 

(3) The pesticide will not come into the 
hands of the general public except after 
incorporation into finished products; 
and 

(4) In the opinion of the Adminis¬ 
trator such directions are not necessary 
for the protection of health and the envi¬ 
ronment. 

(B) Detailed directions for use may 
be omitted from the labeling of pesticides 
for which sale is limited to physicians, 
veterinarians, or druggists, provided 
that: 

(1) The label clearly states that the 
product is for use only by physicians or 
veterinarians; 


Required text 

Danger: Extremely flammable. Keep away 
from Are. sparks, and heated surfaces. 

Warning: Flammable. Keep away from heat 
and open flame. 

Caution: Do not use or store near heat or 
open flame. 


(2) In the opinion of the Administra¬ 
tor such directions are not necessary for 
the protection of health and the environ¬ 
ment; and 

(3) The product is also a drug and reg¬ 
ulated under the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act. 

(C) Detailed directions for use may be 
omitted from the labeling of pesticides 
which are intended for use only by for- 
mulators in preparing pesticides for sale 
to the public, provided that: 

(1) There is information readily avail¬ 
able to the formulator on the composi¬ 
tion, toxicity, methods of use, applicable 
restrictions or limitations, and effective¬ 
ness of the product for pesticide pur¬ 
poses ; 

(2) The label clearly states that the 
product is intended for use only in man¬ 
ufacturing, formulating, mixing, or re¬ 
packing for use as pesticides and specifies 
the type(s) of pesticide involved; 

(3) The pesticide as finally manufac¬ 
tured, formulated, mixed, or repackaged 
is registered; and 

(4) In the opinion of the Administra¬ 
tor such directions are not necessary for 
the protection of health and the environ¬ 
ment. 

(2) Contents of Directions for Use. The 
directions for use shall Include the fol¬ 
lowing, under the heading "Directions 
for Use": 

(1) The statement of use classification 
as prescribed in 5 162.10<j> immediately 
under the heading "Directions for Use." 

(ii) Immediately below the statement 
of use classification, the statement "It 
is a violation of Federal law to use this 
product in a manner inconsistent with 
its labeling." 

(iii) The site(s) of application, as for 
example the crops, animals, areas, or ob¬ 
jects to be treated. 

<iv) The target pest(s) associated with 
each site. 

(v) The dosage rate associated with 
each site anc. pest. 

(vi) The method of application, in¬ 
cluding instructions for dilution, if re¬ 
quired, and type(s) of application appa¬ 
ratus or equipment required. 

(vii) The frequency and timing of ap¬ 
plications necessary to obtain effective 
results without causing unreasonable ad¬ 
verse effects on the environment. 

(viii) Specific limitations on reentry 
to areas where the pesticide has been 
applied, meeting the requirem ents con¬ 
cerning reentry provided by 40 CFR Part 
170. 


(ix) Specific directions concerning the 
storage and disposal of the pesticide and 
its container, meeting the requirements 
of 40 CFR Part 165. 

(x) Any limitations or restrictions on 
use required to prevent unreasonable 
adverse effects, such as: 

(A) Required intervals between appli¬ 
cation and harvest of food or feed crops. 

(B) Rotational crop restrictions. 

(C) Warnings as required against use 
on certain crops, animals, objects, or in 
or adjacent to certain areas. 

(D) For restricted use pesticides, indi¬ 
cator of which use or uses are restricted 
to certified applicators or persons under 
their direct supervision. 

(E) Other pertinent information 
which the Administrator determines to be 
necessary for the protection of health 
and the environment. 

(j) Use classification. All pesticides 
must bear on the label a statement of 
the use classification assigned at the time 
of registration. 

(1) General use classification. Pesti¬ 
cides classified for general use shall bear 
the following statement in the Directions 
for Use: 

"General classification—available to 
the public." 

(2) Restricted use Classification. Pes¬ 
ticides classified for restricted use shall 
bear the following statement, placed at 
the top of the front panel, set in type 
of the same minimum sizes as required 
for human hazard signal words (see table 
in § 162.10(h) (1) (iv)), and appearing 
with sufficient prominence relative to 
other text and graphic material on the 
front panel to make it unlikely to be 
overlooked under customary conditions 
of purchase and use: 

(i) The statement: "Restricted Use 
Pesticide—For sale to and application 
only by Certified Pestcide Applicators or 
by persons under their direct super¬ 
vision." 

(ii) An additional statement when ap¬ 
plicable designating the category or cate¬ 
gories of certified applicator to whom use 
is restricted. 

(3) Separate labeling. Any pesticide 
for which some uses are classified for 
general use and others for restricted use 
shall be separately labeled according to 
the labeling standards set forth above 
and shall be marketed as separate prod¬ 
ucts with different registration numbers, 
one for general uses and the other for 
restricted uses. 

(k) Advertising [Reserved], 

§ 162.11 Unrcuftonublc adverse eflfccl*. 

(a) General. The Administrator is re¬ 
quired to apply the statutory criterion 
of "unreasonable adverse effects on the 
environment" in several contexts: in de¬ 
termining whether to register a pesticide 
(see section 3(c) (5) of the Act); In de¬ 
termining whether a pesticide should be 
classified for restricted use or whether 
a change in classification is warranted 
(see section 3(d) (2) of the Act); in de¬ 
termining whether to issue a notice of 
intent to cancel a pesticide or to hold 
a hearing to determine whether a regis¬ 
tration should be cancelled (see section 
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6<b> of the Act); and In determining 
whether a registration should be finally 
cancelled or subjected to modification or 
other requirement (see section 6(d) of 
the Act). The definition is the same in 
all cases: “* * * any unreasonable risk 
to man or the environment, taking into 
account the economic, social, and en¬ 
vironmental costs and benefits of the use 
of any pesticide.** (See section 2(bb) of 
the Act.) Yet, in the differing regulatory 
contexts in which the Administrator is 
required to apply the statutory term "un¬ 
reasonable adverse effects on the en¬ 
vironment,'* the threshold of “unreason¬ 
ableness’ will vary, as will the range and 
quantity of data considered and the em¬ 
phasis placed on each element of the 
analysis. The subsections which follow 
provide guidance to the public and to 
Agency employees as to how the Admin¬ 
istrator will reach a judgment in each 


case. 

(b) Denial of registration or cancel¬ 
lation —(1) General presumption. In the 
event certain risks are found to be posed 
by a pesticide as set forth in paragraph 
(b)(2) of this section, a rebuttable pre¬ 
sumption shall arise that the product 
should not be registered. or that a regis¬ 
tration already in effect should be can¬ 
celled. Upon such a finding the party 
seeking new or continued registration of 
the pesticide product must sustain an 
additional affirmative burden of proof 
either that the risk is not so great as 
appears initially, or that such risk is out¬ 
weighed by the economic, social and 
environmental benefits of use of the pes¬ 
ticide. Data submitted in support of 
rebuttal arguments must conform to the 
requirements of the Registration Guide¬ 
lines. 

(2) Indices of presumptive refusal to 
register —(I) Acute toxicity. A rebuttable 
presumption shall arise against new or 
continued registration of a pesticide 
product which: 

(A) Has an acute dermal LD» of 40 

mg/kg or less; 

(B) Has an inhalation LC*. of 0.4 
mg/liter or less if the product is com¬ 
posed of or produces a dust or mist; 

(C) Has an inhalation of LC* of 40 
ppm or less if the product is composed 
of or produces gas or vapor; 

(D) Has a use-dilution acute oral LD* 
for mammals of 50 mg/kg or less if the 
product is intended for domestic applica¬ 
tion; 


(E) Has an active ingredientCs) with 
an acute oral LDa* for mammals of 10 
mg/kg or less; 

(F) Has an active ingredient(s) which 
can occur as a residue in or on mam¬ 
malian feed equivalent to the average 
daily intake yielding the acute oral LD^ 
or greater immediately following appli¬ 
cation; 


<G) Has an active ingredient(s) whic 
can occur as a residue in or on avian fee 

!S alen L t0 the avera &e daily intak 
nelding the subacute dietary LC S , c 
mater immediately following applies 


( H) Results in a maximum calculated 
concentration more than y 2 the acute 


LCso or greater for aquatic organisms fol¬ 
lowing direct application to a 6-inch deep 
layer of water; or 

(I) Has an ingredient(s) for which 
there is no known medical treatment to 
prevent fatality from exposure. 

(ID Chronic Toxicity. A rebuttable 
presumption against registration shall 
arise if the product ingredient (s>. its 
metabolites, or degradation products: 

(A) are found to produce in laboratory 
or field conditions, any oncogenic effects, 
teratogenic effects, or multitest evidence 
of mutagenic effects, or 

(B) can be expected to produce under 
conditions of label use, other serious 
subacute, chronic or delayed toxic effects 
from single or multiple exposures. 

(c) Use classification —(1) Classifica¬ 
tion criteria for new registrations. Ex¬ 
cept as provided in paragraph (c)(4) of 
this section, a specific use(s) of a pesti¬ 
cide product not previously registered 
shall be classified for general use If each 
of the applicable criteria set forth in 
paragraph (c)(1) (i)-(iii) of this sec¬ 
tion are met. Otherwise, the product 
use(s) shall be classified for restricted 
use unless a review of the labeling pur¬ 
suant to paragraph (c) (3) of this sec¬ 
tion indicates that the product mav be 
classified for general use. Each of the 
separate criteria as set forth below must 
be applied for the product use(s) unless 
the formulation, packaging, or method 
of use of the product will reasonably 
avoid the route of exposure. New data 
submitted to support classification must 
conform to the specifications of the Reg¬ 
istration Guidelines. 

(i) Domestic applications. A pesticide 
use(s) intended for domestic application 
will be classified for general use if the 
pesticide: 

(A) Has an acute dermal LD» greater 
than 1000 mg/kg in mammals; 

(B) Has an inhalation LC* greater 
than 5 mg/liter if the product is com¬ 
posed of or produces a dust or mist; 

(C) Has an inhalation LC* greater 
than 2000 ppm if the product is composed 
of or produces gas or vapor; 

(D) Causes minor or no discernible 
effects on skin or eyes; 

(E) Has a use dilution acute oral LD*> 
greater 500 mg/kg: and 

(F) Causes, under conditions of label 
use, minor or no discernible subacute, 
chronic, or delayed effects from single or 
multiple exposures to the product in¬ 
gredients, their'metabolites, or degrada¬ 
tion products. 

(ii) Nondomestic applications . A pesti¬ 
cide use(s) intended for nondomestic 
application will be classified for general 
use if the pesticide 

(A) Has an acute dermal LQw greater 
than 100 mg/kg in mammals; 

<B) Has an inhalation LC* greater 
than 2 mg/liter if the product is com¬ 
posed of, or produces, dust or mist; 

(C> Has an inhalation LC m greater 
than 200 ppm if the product is composed 
of, or produces, gas or vapor; 

<D) Causes minor or no discernible 
effect on skin or eyes; and 

(E) Causes, under conditions of label 
use, minor or no discernible subacute. 


chronic, or delayed toxic effects from 
single or multiple exposures to the prod¬ 
uct ingredients, their metabolites, or deg¬ 
radation products. 

(iii) Outdoor applications. A pesticide 
use(s) intended for outdoor application 
will be classified for general use if the 
pesticide: 

(A) Hasan active ingredient (s) which 
can occur as a residue in or on mam¬ 
malian feed equivalent to the average 
daily intake yielding less than Vs the 
acute oral LD. V , immediately following 
pesticide application; 

(B) Has an active ingredlent(s) whirii 
can occur as a residue in or on avian 
feed equivalent to the average daily in¬ 
take yielding less than Vs the subacute 
dietary LC r ., immediately following pesti¬ 
cide application; 

(C> Results in a maximum calculated 
concentration less than 1/10 the acute 
LCs, for aquatic organisms immediately 
following direct application to a 6-inch 
deep layer of water. 

(D) Causes, under conditions of labri 
use, minor or no discernible adverse ef¬ 
fects on the physiology, population levels 
or reproduction rates of non-target or¬ 
ganisms, resulting from exposure to the 
product ingredients, their metabolites or 
degradation products, whether due to di¬ 
rect application or otherwise resulting 
from anpheation, such as through vol¬ 
atilization, drift, leaching or lateral 
movement in soil. 

(2) Classification criteria for previously 
registered products. All pesticide prod¬ 
ucts registered by this Agency prior to 
October 21, 1974 have been assigned a 
Toxicity Category according to § 162.10 
(h)(1). Unless the applicant for reregis¬ 
tration submits or has submitted the tox¬ 
icity data on the product use(s) required 
in paragraph (c) (1) of this section, the 
existing Toxicity Category determina¬ 
tions shall be used in classifying the 
pesticide. A specific use(s) of a product 
shall be classified for general use if the 
applicable criteria set forth in paragraph 
(cH2) (l)-(iii) of this section are met. 
Otherwise, the product shall be classi¬ 
fied for restricted use unless a review of 
the labeling pursuant to paragraph (3) 
belcw indicates that the prQduct may be 
classified as general use. Each of the 
separate criteria as set forth below must 
be applied for the product use(s) to be 
classified unless the formulation, pack¬ 
aging, or method of use of the product 
will reasonably avoid the route of ex¬ 
posure. 

(i) Domestic applications . A pesticide 
use(s) intended for domestic use shall be 
classified for general use if the pesticide: 

(A) Does not meet the criteria of Tox¬ 
icity Category I or H; and 

(B) Causes, under conditions of label 
use, minor or no discernible subacute, 
chronic, or delayed effects from single or 
multiple exposures to the product ingre¬ 
dients, their metabolites, or degradation 
products. 

(ii) Non domestic applications . A pesti¬ 
cide use(s) intended for nondomestic use 
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shall be classified for general use if the 
pesticide: 

(A) Does not meet the criteria of Tox¬ 
icity Category I: and 

<B> Causes, under conditions of label 
use, minor or no discernible subacute, 
chronic, or delayed toxic effects from sin¬ 
gle or multiple exposures to the product 
ingredients, their metabolites, or degra¬ 
dation products. 

(ill) Outdoor applications. A pesti¬ 
cide use(s) intended for outdoor applica¬ 
tion will be classified for general use if 
the pesticide: 

(A) Has an active ingredient<s) 
which can occur as a residue in or on 
mammalian feed equivalent to the 
average daily intake yielding less 
than Vs the subacute dietary LCv> imme¬ 
diately following pesticide application; 

(B) Has an active ingredient(s) 
which can occur as a residue in or on 
avian feed equivalent to the average 
daily intake yielding less than M the sub¬ 
acute dietary LS* immediately follow¬ 
ing pesticide application: 

(C) Results in a maximum calculated 
concentration less than V\o the acute LC M 
for aquatic organisms immediately fol¬ 
lowing direct application to a 6-inch 
deep layer of water; and 

CD) Causes, under conditions of label 
use, minor or no discernible adverse ef¬ 
fects on the physiology, population levels 
or reproduction rates of nontarget 
organisms, resulting from exposure to 
the product ingredients, their metabo¬ 
lites or degradation products, whether 
due to direct application or otherwise re¬ 
sulting from application, such as 
through volatilization, drift, leaching 
or literal movement in soil. 

(3) Adequacy of label and labeling. 
The directions, warnings, and cautions 
for any product use(sf not meeting the 
criteria set forth in paragraphs (c) (1) 
and (2) of this section shall be further 
evaluated to determine the adequacy of 
the label or labeling to prevent un¬ 
reasonable adverse effects on man or 
the environment according to the criteria 
set forth below. If these criteria are met, 
the labeling for the affected uses will be 
considered adequate to prevent un¬ 
reasonable adverse effects on the en¬ 
vironment without further regulatory 
restrictions, and the affected uses 
will be classified for general use. The 
criteria for determining labeling 
adequacy are as follows: 

(i) To follow label directions, the user 
of a pesticide would not have to per¬ 
form complex operations or procedures 
requiring specialized training and/or 
experience; 

(ii) Failure to follow the use direc¬ 
tions in any minor way would result In 
minor or no discernible adverse effects; 

(iii) Widespread and commonly rec¬ 
ognized use practices would not nullify 
label directions relative to prevention 
of unreasonable adverse effects on man 
and the environment; 

(iv) The directions do not call for 
specialized apparatus, protective equip¬ 
ment or material unless they would be 


expected to be available to the general 
public; 

(v) Following directions for use would 
result in minor or no discernible ad¬ 
verse effects of a delayed or indirect 
nature, such as through bioaccumula¬ 
tion, persistence, or pesticide movement 
from the original application site, on 
nontarget organisms, 

(4) Other Hazards. —Any product use 
(or uses) which meets the general use 
criteria of paragraph (c) (1), (2), or (3) 
of this section shall nonetheless be clas¬ 
sified for restricted use if the Agency 
determines that based on human toxi¬ 
cological data, use history accident data, 
monitoring data, or such other evidence 
as the Administrator identifies the prod¬ 
uct use (or uses) poses a serious hazard 
to man or the environment. 

(5) Other regulatory restrictions. Any 
product use(s) classified for restricted 
use under the provisions above may be 
limited to application by or under the 
direct supervision of a certified appli¬ 
cator. The Administrator may addition¬ 
ally or alternatively impose other re¬ 
strictions by regulation. Such regulatory 
restrictions may include but are not 
limited to seasonal or regional poundage 
limitations, limitation of use to approved 
pest management programs, or a re- 
quirem?nt for monitoring after use. Such 
restrictions shall be utilized to reduce 
human health and environmental haz¬ 
ards associated with persistent bio- 
accumulative or mobile pesticides. Any 
such regulation shall be reviewable in 
the appropriate court of appeals upon 
petition of a person adversely affected 
filed within 60 days of the publication 
of such regulation in final form. 

(d) Change in classification from 
general to restricted use —(1) Determi¬ 
nation and notification. If the Adminis¬ 
trator determines that a change in clas¬ 
sification of any pesticide product use(s) 
from general to restricted use is neces¬ 
sary to prevent unreasonable adverse 
effects on the environment he shall, by 
certified mail, notify the registrant of 
such pesticide of such determination at 
least 30 days before reclassifying, and 
shall publish notice of the proposed re¬ 
classification in the Federal Register. 

(2) Appeal rights. Within 30 days fol¬ 
lowing publication of the notice in the 
Federal Register, the registrant, or a 
person adversely affected by the notice 
may request a hearing as provided for 
in section 6(b) of the Act and Part 164. 

§ 162.12 Guaranty of pesticide. 

(a) By whom given; effect of guaranty. 
Any producer, distributor, wholesaler, or 
other person residing in the United 
States may furnish to any person to 
whom he sells a pesticide a guaranty 
that the pesticide was lawfully registered 
at the time of sale and delivery to such 
person, and that the pesticide complies 
with all the requirements of the Act and 
the regulations in this part. Section 
12(b) (1) of the Act provides that penal¬ 
ties for violation of Section 12(a)(1) of 
the Act shall not apply to a person who 
establishes that he has received a guar¬ 


anty as specified under the Act and these 
regulations, and that in such case the 
guarantor shall be subject to the penalty 
provisions. 

(b) Reference to guaranty . No refer¬ 
ence to a guaranty or suggestion that 
such a guaranty has been given shall be 
made in the labeling of any pesticide. 

(c) Contents of guaranty. In order to 
afford effective protection, each guaranty 
must: Be signed by and contain the name 
and address of the registrant or person 
residing in the United States from whom 
the pesticide in the same unbroken pack¬ 
age was purchased or received in good 
faith; and state that the pesticide was 
lawfully registered at the time of sale 
and delivery and that it complies with 
the other requirements of the Act. 

(d) Scope of guaranty. A guaranty 
may be limited to a specific shipment or 
other delivery of a product, in which case 
it may be a part of or attached to the 
invoice or bill of sale covering such ship¬ 
ment of delivery; or it may be general 
and continuing, in which case, in its ap¬ 
plication to any shipment or other 
delivery of a product, it shall be con¬ 
sidered to have been given at the date 
when such product was shipped or 
delivered by the person giving the 
guaranty. 

(e) Expiration of guaranty. Any guar¬ 
anty shall expire when the product is re¬ 
packed or relabeled by the purchaser or 
when it becomes in violation of the Act 
or the regulations in this part after ship¬ 
ment or other delivery by the person giv¬ 
ing the guaranty. 

(f) Forms of guaranty. The following 
are suggested forms of guaranty: 

(1) Limited form for use on Invoice or 

biU of sale: _ hereby 

(Name of guarantor) 

guarantees that the pesticide herein listed 
is lawfully registered with the Environmental 
Protection Agency and that It complies with 
all requirements of the Federal Insecticide, 
Fungicide, and Rodentlcide Act. 


(Signature and post office 

address of guarantor) 


(Date) 

(2) General and continuing form: 

The pesticides comprising each shipment or 
other delivery hereafter made by_ 

(Name of 

-- to or on the order of. 

guarantor) (Name and 

- are 

address of person receiving guarantee) 
hereby guaranteed to be lawfully registered 
with tho Environmental Protection Agency 
and to comply with all requirements of the 
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenti- 
clde Act, as of the date of such shipment or 
delivery. 


(Signature and post office address 
of guarantor) 


(Date) 

§ 162.13 Coloration and discoloration. 

Section 25(c) (5) of the Act authorizes 
the Administrator to prescribe regula¬ 
tions requiring coloration or discolora¬ 
tion of any pesticide if he determines 
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that such requirement is feasible and 
necessary for the protection of health 
and the environment. White pesticides 
hereinafter named and white products 
containing a substantial quantity of these 
pesticides shall be colored or discolored 
in accordance with this section. The 
Agency shall use the Munsell Book of 
Color as a color standard. 

(a) Coloring Agent. The coloring agent 
must produce a uniformly colored prod¬ 
uct not subject to change beyond the 
minimum requirements specified in the 
regulations in this part during ordinary 
conditions of marketing or storage and 
must not cause the product to be in¬ 
effective or result in its causing damage 
when used as directed. 

(b) Arsenicals and barium fluosilicate . 
Standard lead arsenate, basic lead ar¬ 
senate, calcium arsenate, magnesium ar¬ 
senate. zinc arsenate, zinc arsenite, and 
barium fluosilicate shall be colored any 
hue, except the yellow-reds and yellows, 
having a value of not more than 8 and 
a chroma of not less than 4, or shall be 
discolored to a neutral lightness value 
not over 7. 

(c) Sodium fluoride and sodium fluo¬ 
silicate. Sodium fluoride and sodium fluo¬ 
silicate shall be colored blue or green 
having a value of not more than 2 and 
a chroma of not less than 4, or shall be 
discolored to a neutral lightness value 
not over 7. 

(d) Exceptions. (1) Notwithstanding 
the provisions of paragraphs (b) and tc) 
of this section, the Administrator, after 
opportunity for hearing, may permit 
other hues to be used for any particular 
purpose if he determines that use of the 
prescribed hues is not feasible for such 
purpose and is not necessary for the 
protection of health and the environ¬ 
ment. 

(2) Any pesticide specified in this part 
which is intended solely for use by a 
textile manufacturer or commercial 
laundry, cleaner or dryer as mothproof¬ 
ing agent, and which would not be suit¬ 
able for such use if colored and which 
will not come into the hands of the pub¬ 
lic except when incorporated into a fab¬ 
ric. may be exempted by the Adminis¬ 
trator from the requirements of section. 
25(c)(5) of the Act and the require¬ 
ments of this section. 

(3) The pesticide sodium fluoride shall 
be exempt from the requirements of the 
Act and paragraph (c) of this section 
when; 

(i) It is intended for use as a fungicide 
solely in the manufacture or processing 
of rubber, glue, or leather goods; 

(ii) Coloration of the pesticide in ac¬ 
cordance with said requirements will be 
likely to impart objectionable color char¬ 
acteristics to the finished goods; 

(iii) The pesticide will not be present 
in such finished goods in sufficient quan¬ 
tities to cause injury to any person; and 


(iv) The pesticide will not come into 
the hands of the public except after in¬ 
corporation into such finished goods. 

§ 162.14 Form* of plant and animal life 
and viruses declared to lie pest*. 

(a) General. Section 25(c)(1) of the 
Act provides that the Administrator may 
declare a pes^ any form of plant or ani¬ 
mal life (other than man and other than 
bacteria, viruses, and other microorga¬ 
nisms on or in living man or other living 
animals) which is injurious to health or 
the environment. 

(b) Pests declared . Each of the fol¬ 
lowing forms of plant and animal life and 
viruses is declared to be a pest under the 
authority of paragraph (b) (1) of this 
section; 

(1) Any member of the Class Insecta, 
or other allied classes in the Phylum Ar- 
thropoda, including, but not limited to, 
beetles, bugs, bees, flies, spiders, mites, 
ticks, antipedes, or woodlice. in any en¬ 
vironment whatsoever, including on or 
in living man or other animals; 

(2) Mammals, including, but not lim¬ 
ited to, dogs, cats, moles, bats, wild car¬ 
nivores, armadillos, deer, rats, mice, 
gophers, porcupines, rabbits, and hares; 

(3) Birds, including, but not limited 
to, starlings, English sparrows, crows, 
and blackbirds; 

(4) Fishes, including, but not limited 
to. the jawless fishes such as the sea 
lamprey, the cartilaginous fishes such as 
the sharks, and the bony fishes such as 
the carp; 

(5) Amphibians and reptiles, Including, 
but not limited to, poisonous snakes; 

(6) Aquatic and terrestrial inverte¬ 
brates, including, but not limited to, 
slugs, snails, and crayfish; 

(7) Roots and other plant parts grow¬ 
ing where not wanted; 

(8) Viruses, other than those on or in 
living man or other animals. 

§ 162.15 Rules concerning certain pesti¬ 
cides. 

(a) Labeling of phosphorus paste 
products. Labeling of pesticides sub¬ 
mitted in connection with registration 
under the Act bearing directions for use 
of products containing phosphorus paste 
in or around the home is not acceptable. 

(b) Exemption from requirement of 
separate registration —(1) Exemption 
for fertilizer-pesticide combinations. At 
the option of the Administrator, fertil¬ 
izer-pesticide combinations, in which the 
amount of fertilizer to be applied or 
percentage of fertilizer components 
varies and the application rate of the 
pesticide remains constant, may be regis¬ 
tered as a single pesticide provided that 
the range proposed would not require 
modification in the precautionary 
labeling. 

(2) Exemption for paint-pesticide mix¬ 
tures. At the option of the Administra¬ 
tor, paint-pesticide combinations in 


which the only variation is in the type or 
color of the pigment may be registered 
as a single pesticide. The specific formu¬ 
lations must be submitted, and the colors 
may be specified as additional brand 
names. 

§ 162.16 Registration requirement for 
intrastate product*. 

(a) General. Products currently regis¬ 
tered under State pesticide registration 
laws and shipped or distributed for sale 
solely within intrastate commerce must 
be registered under the provisions of the 
Act and these regulations, unless regis¬ 
tered pursuant to section 24(c) of the 
Act and the regulations promulgated 
thereunder. Within 60 days of the final 
promulgation of this Part, each regis¬ 
trant of a product registered solely under 
State law must submit a notice of appli¬ 
cation for Federal registration. Each 
registrant who submits such a notice will 
then be notified by the Agency when to 
submit a full application statement for 
registration, including required support¬ 
ing data as prescribed under section 3 
of the Act and this Part. 

(b) Contents of notice. To meet the 
requirement of (a) above, each regis¬ 
trant shall submit on forms provided 
by the Agency the following information 
for each affected product: 

(1) The name and mailing address of 
the registrant; 

(2) The name of the State in which 
the product is registered; 

(3) The State registration number of 
the product; 

(4) The product name; 

(5) A list of the product’s active in¬ 
gredients in descending order of con¬ 
centration; 

(6) The type and broad use pattern of 
the product; and 

(7) One complete copy of the labeling 
approved by the State. 

(c) Failure to apply. For any product 
with a valid State registration as of the 
effective date of these regulations, timely 
filing of the notice of application for 
Federal registration pursuant to para¬ 
graphs (a) and (b) of this section will 
satisfy the registration requirements of 
FIFRA, as amended. Failure to file such 
notice in timely fashion will subject the 
registrant of such product to liability for 
non-registration under FIFRA, as 
amended, section 12(a)(1) (A), provided, 
however, that nothing in this paragraph 
shall be construed to relieve persons sub¬ 
ject to the Act from Uability for viola¬ 
tions of provisions of the amended Act 
which are not dependent upon product 
registration requirements under this 
Part, and which became effective upon 
enactment or have since been effectuated 
by regulation. 

[FR Doc.74-23965 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 ami 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Comptroller of the Currency 

REGIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON 

BANKING POLICIES AND PRACTICES 

OF THE EIGHTH NATIONAL BANK 

REGION 

Notice of Closed Meeting 

Pursuant to section 10(a) (2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Public 
Law 92-463), notice is hereby given that 
a closed meeting of the Comptroller of 
the Currency’s Regional Advisory Com¬ 
mittee on Banking Policies and Practices 
of the Eighth National Bank Region will 
be held in the Red Apple Inn, Eden Isle. 
Arkansas on November 1, 1974 beginning 
at 9 a.m. 

The purpose of this meeting is to assist 
the Regional Administrator and the 
Comptroller of the Currency in a con¬ 
tinuing review of bank regulations and 
policies. The meeting will also apprise 
agency officials of current conditions and 
problems banks are experiencing in the 
Region. 

These meetings are concerned with the 
liquidity, solvency and continuity of the 
banking system and involve discussion 
of commercial and financial information 
obtained in confidence and required to 
be kept confidential. 

It is hereby determined pursuant to 
section 10(d) of Public Law 92-463 that 
the meeting is concerned with matters 
listed in section 552(b) of Title 5 of the 
United States Code and particularly with 
exceptions (3), (4) and (8) thereof, and 
Is therefore exempt from the provisions 
of section 10(a) (1) and (3) of the Act 
(Public Law 92 453) relating to open 
meetings and public participation 
therein. 

Dated : October 7,1974. 

James E. Smith, 
Comptroller of the Currency. 

[PR Doc.74* 24041 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 am] 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Department of the Navy 

NAVY AND MARINE CORPS ACQUISITION 
REVIEW COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Public 
Law 92-463 119721), notice is hereby 
given that the Navy and Marine Corps 
Acquisition Review Committee will have 
a closed meeting on October 30, 1974, at 
the Naval Material Command Manage¬ 
ment Information Center (Room 310), 
Crystal Plaza, Building 5, Crystal City 


Complex, Arlington, Virginia. The meet¬ 
ing will commence at 1:00 p.m. and is 
scheduled to terminate at 3:00 p.m. The 
agenda consists of matters classified in 
the interests of national security, includ¬ 
ing future Navy programs, force leveLs 
and force-level planning, and current 
events impacting upon the U.S. Navy’s 
ability to support policies of the United 
States. 

Dated: October 7,1974. 

H. B. Robertson, Jr.. 

Rear Admiral, JAGC, U.S. Navy, 
Acting Judge Advocate General. 

IFR Doc.74-24044 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 


PROFESSIONAL EDUCATION ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Committee Act [Pub. L. 
92-463 (1972)1. notice is hereby given 
that the Professional Education Advisory 
Committee, U.S. Marine Corps, will hold 
an open meeting on October 31 and No¬ 
vember 1, 1974, in Room 120, Breckin¬ 
ridge Hall, Marine Corps Development 
and Education Command, Quantico, Vir¬ 
ginia. The meeting will convene at 8 a.m., 
Thursday, October 31 and adjourn at 
4:30 p.m. on November 1, 1974. Limited 
seating is available. 

The agenda topics will include a re¬ 
view of the evaluation program, a report 
of the activities of the Education Center 
Adjunct Faculty Management Commit¬ 
tee, consideration of the plan for com¬ 
puter applications in support of instruc¬ 
tion, and a summary of new develop¬ 
ments in leadership instruction. 

Any person desiring information about 
the Advisory Committee may write to the 
Director, Education Center, Maxine 
Corps Development and Education Cen¬ 
ter, Quantico, Virginia 22134. 

Dated: October 9, 1974. 

Merlin H. Staring, 

Rear Admiral, JAGC, U.S. Navy, 
Judge Advocate General. 

|FR Doc.74-24174 Filed 10-15-74:12:07 pm] 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Drug Enforcement Administration 
IDocket No. 74-5] 

JAMES G. MIDDLETON, M.D. 
Revocation of Certificate of Registration 

On April 22, 1974, the Administrator 
of the Drug Enforcement Administration 


caused to be delivered to James G. Mid¬ 
dleton, M.D., 969 South Elmhurst Road, 
Des Plaines, Illinois 60016, an Order to 
Show Cause as to why his DEA Regis¬ 
tration AM4183670 should not be revoked 
for the reason that, on November 29, 

1973, the Tennessee State Board of Medi¬ 
cal Examiners revoked his license to 
practice medicine and surgery in the 
State of Tennessee including, but not 
limited to, his right to dispense controlled 
substances. 

By an undated letter received May 28. 

1974, at the Drug Enforcement Adminis¬ 
tration, the Respondent requested a 
hearing in this matter, and, on June 25, 
1974, a hearing was held before Adminis¬ 
trative Law Judge Frederick W. Den- 
niston in Chicago, Illinois. Subsequent to 
the hearing, bo‘h the Respondent and the 
Government submitted Proposed Find¬ 
ings of Fact and Conclusions of Law to 
Judge Denniston. 

On August 8, 1974, Judge DcnnLton 
filed his Recommended Decision with 
the Drug Enforcement Administration, 
which concluded in part: 

It i 3 recommended that the Registration 
of James G. Middleton, under tne Controlled 
Substances Act, No. AM41Q3670, be revoked 
pursuant to 8cction 304 cl that Act for the 
reason that he Is not authorized to dispense 
such tubetanrcB under the laws of the State 
In which he practices as required by section 
303(f) of that Act. 

Having reviewed the record of these 
proceedings in its entirety, the Admin¬ 
istrator hereby adopts that part of the 
Recommended Decision of the Adminis¬ 
trative Law Judge set out above, pur¬ 
suant to § 1316.65. Title 21, Cede of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations. 

Therefore, under the authority vested 
in the Attorney General by section 304 
of the Comprehensive Drug Abuse Pre¬ 
vention and Control Act of 1970 <21 
US.C. 824), and redelegated to the Ad¬ 
ministrator of the Drug Enforcement 
Administration by Section 0.100, as 
amended, Title 28, Code of Federal Regu¬ 
lations, and Reorganization Plan No. 2 
o± 1973, the Administrator hereby orders 
that the Certificate of Registration (DEA 
Registration AM4183670, issued to James 
G. Middleton, M.D.. be, and hereby is, 
revoked, effective upon publication hereof 
in the Federal Register. 

Dated: October 10,1974. 

John R. Bartels, Jr. 

Administrator, 

Drug Enforcement Administration. 

[FR Doc.74-24076 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 ami 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 
[Bureau Order No. 701. Amdt. 19 J 

LANDS AND RESOURCES 
Redelegation of Authority 

Bureau Order No. 701, dated July 23, 
1964, is further amended as follows: 

A new subparagraph (7) is added to 
section 1.9(t> asfo.lows: 

Section 1.9 Land Use 
* • • • • 

(t) Matters Pertaining to Alaska Only. 
• • • • • 

(7) Alaska Native Selections. Take all 
actions pursuant to 43 CFR 2650-2654. 

Dated: October 7,1974. 

George L. Turcott, 
Associate Director. 

[FR Doc.74-24010 Filed 10-15-74;8:46 am] 


ROCK SPRINGS DISTRICT ADVISORY 
BOARD 

Notice of Meeting 

October 7, 1974. 

Notice 1s hereby given that the Rock 
Springs District Advisory Board will 
meet at 9:30 a.m., November 18, 1974, at 
the Holiday Inn Meeting Room, 1675 
Dewar Drive, Rock Springs, Wyoming. 
The agenda will include consideration of 
applications for the 1975 grazing season 
and discussion of range improvements. 

The meeting will be open to the pub¬ 
lic as space is available. Interested par¬ 
ties will be permitted to appear before 
the Board or file a written statement for 
it3 consideration. Those wishing to ap¬ 
pear before the Board must inform the 
Chairman in writing prior to the meet¬ 
ing. 

Written statements and requests to 
appear before the 3orrd should be sub¬ 
mitted to John W. Hay. Jr., Chairman, 
c/o District Manager, Bureau of Land 
Management, P.O. Box 1869, Rock 
8prings, Wyoming 82931. 

Neil F. Morck, 
District Manager. 

[FR Doc.74-24037 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 ami 


Office of the Secretary 

PROPOSED COMPREHENSIVE DESIGN, 

WEST BEACH UNIT, INDIANA DUNES 

NATIONAL LAKESHORE, INDIANA 

Extension of Time To Comment on Draft 
Environmental Statement 

Pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act, the 
Department of the Interior has prepared 
a draft environmental statement on the 
proposed comprehensive design. West 
Beach Unit, Indiana Dunes National 
Lakeshore. The statement considers the 
development, management, and preser¬ 
vation procedures of the area. 

Written comments on the environ¬ 
mental statement are invited and will be 
accepted on or before November 8, 1974. 
Written comments should be addressed 


to the Superintendent, Indiana Dunes 
National Lakeshore, Route 2. Box 139A, 
Chesterton, Indiana 46304. 

For additional information regarding 
this matter see Federal Register of July 
26, 1974, Vol. 39, No. 145, pages 27336- 
27337. 

Dated: October 11,1974. 

Stanley D. Doremus. 

Deputy Assistant Secretary 

of the Interior. 

[FR Doc.74-24136 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Forest Service 

TRIANGLE RANCH WETLANDS LAND 
EXCHANGE, MODOC NATIONAL FOREST 

Availability of Draft Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Forest Service, Department of 
Agriculture, has prepared a draft en¬ 
vironmental statement for the Triangle 
Ranch Wetlands Land Exchange, Modoc 
National Forest, California USDA-FS- 
DES(Adm) 75-03. 

The environmental statement concerns 
a proposed land exchange of approxi¬ 
mately 1.800 acres of National Forest 
timberlands for 17,830 acres of privately 
owned rangeland all in Modoc County. 
The exchange will consolidate public 
land ownership and resolve problems of 
management, protection, and use of 
lands and resources arising from 
intermingled public and private land 
ownership patterns. The rangeland to 
be acquired will be managed primarily 
for production of wildlife habitat, live¬ 
stock grazing, and recreation use. 

This draft environmental statement 
was transmitted to CEQ on Septem¬ 
ber 9. 1974. 

Copies are available for inspection 
during regular working hours at the 
following locations: 

USD A, Forest Service 

South Agriculture Bldg., Room 3231 

12th St. Sz Independence Ave., SW 

Washington. D.C. 20250 

Regional Forester 

U.S. Forest Service. Rm. 529 

630 Sansome St.. Rm. 531 

San Francisco. California 94111 

Forest Supervisor’s Office 

Modoc National Forest 

441 N. Main St. 

Alturas, California 96101 
Forest Service 
District Ranger 
Canby. California 

A limited number of single copies are 
available upon request from Forest Su¬ 
pervisor Kenneth C. Scoggin, Modoc 
National Forest. 441 N. Main, Alturas, 
California 96101. 

Copies of the environmental statement 
have been sent to various Federal. State, 
and local agencies as outlined in the 
CEQ Guidelines. 

Comments are invited from the pub¬ 
lic, and from State and local agencies 
which are authorized to develop and 
enforce environmental standards, and 


from Federal agencies having jurisdic¬ 
tion by law or special expertise with re¬ 
spect to any environmental effect for 
which comments have not been specifi¬ 
cally requested. 

Comments concerning the proposed 
action and requests for additional infor¬ 
mation should be addressed to Forest 
Supervisor Kenneth C. Scoggin. Modoc 
National Forest, 441 N. Main, Alturas, 
California 96101. 

Comments must be received within 60 
days after filing with CEQ in order to 
be considered in the preparation of the 
final environmental statement. 

R. Max Peterson. 

Deputy Chief, 
Forest Service. 

September 9. 1974. 

[FR Doc.74-24075 FUed 10-15-74;8:45 ami 


Rural Electrification Administration 
MINNKOTA POWER COOPERATIVE 

Availability of Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement 

Notice is hereby given that the Rural 
Electrification Administration has pre¬ 
pared a Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement in accordance with section 
102(2) (C) of the National Environ¬ 
mental Policy Act of 1969, in connection 
with a loan application from Minnkota 
Power Cooperative of Grand Forks, 
North Dakota. This loan application re¬ 
quests REA loan funds to finance a 36 
mile portion of a 54 mile. 230 kV trans¬ 
mission line from Winger to Wilton, 
Minnesota, and related transmission 
facilities. Otter Tail Power Company will 
construct the remaining portion of the 
transmission facilities. 

Additional information may be secured 
on request, submitted to Mr. David H. 
Askegaard, Assistant Administrator- 
Electric, Rural Electrification Admin¬ 
istration. U.S. Department of Agricul¬ 
ture, Washington, D.C. 20250. Comments 
are particuraly invited from State and 
local agencies which are authorized to 
develop and enforce environmental 
standards, and from Federal agencies 
having jurisdiction by law or special ex¬ 
pertise with respect to any environ¬ 
mental impact Involved from which com¬ 
ments have not been requested specifi¬ 
cally. 

Copies of the REA Draft Environ¬ 
mental Impact Statement have been sent 
to various Federal. State and local agen¬ 
cies, as outlined in the Council on En¬ 
vironmental Quality Guidelines. The 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
may be examined during regular busi¬ 
ness hours at the offices of REA in the 
South Agriculture Building, 12th Street 
and Independence Avenue SW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., Room 4310, or at the bor¬ 
rower address indicated above. 

Comments concerning the environ¬ 
mental Impact of the construction pro¬ 
posed should be addressed to Mr. Aske¬ 
gaard at the address given above. Com¬ 
ments must be received on or before 
December 16, 1974, to be considered in 
connection with the proposed action. 
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Pinal REA action with respect to this 
matter (including any release of funds) 
will be taken only after REA lias reached 
satisfactory conclusions with respect to 
its environmental effects and after pro¬ 
cedural requirements set forth in the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 have been met. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 7th 
day of October 1974. 

David H. Askegaard, 

Acting Administrator , 

Rural Electrification Administration. 

(PR Doc.74-24073 Piled 10-15-74;8:45 ami 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Domestic and International Business 
Administration 

CORNELL UNIVERSITY ET AL. 

Applications for Duty-Free Entry of 
Scientific Articles 

The following are notices of the receipt 
of applications for duty-free entry of 
scientific articles pursuant to section 6 
(c) of the Educational, Scientific, and 
Cultural Materials Importation Act of 
1966 (Public Law 89-651; 80 Stat. 897). 
Interested persons may present their 
views with respect to the question of 
whether an instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value for the pur¬ 
poses for which the article is intended to 
be used is being manufactured in the 
United States. Such comments must be 
filed in triplicate with the Director, 
Special Import Programs Division, Of¬ 
fice of Import Programs, Washington, 
D.C. 20230, on or before November 5, 
1974. 

Amended regulations Issued under 
cited Act, as published in the Febru¬ 
ary 24, 1972 issue of the Federal Regis¬ 
ter, prescribed the requirements appli¬ 
cable to comments. 

A copy of each application is on file, 
and may be examined during ordinary 
Commerce Department business hours at 
the Special Import Programs Division, 
Department of Commerce. Washington, 
D.C. 20230. 

Docket Number: 75-00109-99-74700. 
Applicant: Cornell University, Depart¬ 
ment of Modern Languages and Linguis¬ 
tics, 9 Morrill Hall, Ithaca, New York 
14853. Article: Speech Synthesizer. 
Manufacturer: AB Fonema, Sweden. In¬ 
tended use of article: The article is in¬ 
tended to be used in connection with a 
D.E.C. PDP-11 computer system in re¬ 
search on the phonetic properties of 
natural languages in relation to their 
phonological systems. Experiments to be 
performed include systematic deforma¬ 
tion of pitch contours in Russian, inves¬ 
tigation of vowel resonances in several 
languages of West Africa, and interac¬ 
tions between tone, amplitude, and vowel 
resonances in several Chinese dialects. 
In each case the acoustic parameter 
values will be developed either from 
analysis of live models or from hypo¬ 
thetical feature designations. The initial 
parameters will be varied systematically 


over the range to be investigated. Appli¬ 
cation received by Commissioner of Cus¬ 
toms: September 17, 1974. 

Docket Number: 75-00110-35-07700. 
Applicant: Pacific Medical Center, 2340 
Clay Street, San Francisco, California 
94115. Article: Fundus Camera with 
Flash. Manufacturer: Carl Zeiss, West 
Germany. Intended use of article: The 
article will be used to establish criteria 
for ophthalmoscopic and photographic 
evaluation of the nerve fiber layer of the 
retina. The study will identify optimal 
photographic methods for study of nerve 
fiber detail. Special emphasis will be 
placed on carefully defining changes that 
will be helpful in early detection of 
disease (such as glaucoma), in making 
patient care decisions (such as avoiding 
expensive and dangerous studies in con¬ 
ditions which mimic papiiledema). or 
establishing a prognosis (as in an initial 
presentation of multiple sclerosis or op¬ 
tic nerve compression). Application re¬ 
ceived by Commissioner of Customs: 
September 17, 1974. 

Docket number: 75-00111-33-46500. 
Applicant: The University of Texas 
Health Science Center at San Antonio, 
7703 Floyd Curl Drive, San Antonio, 
Texas 78284. Article: Ultramicrotome. 
Model OM U3. Manufacturer: C. 
Reichert Optische Werke AG, Austria. 
Intended use of article: The article is 
intended to be used in experiments deal¬ 
ing with: 

(1) Changes in the motor end-plate 
region of frog skeletal muscle associated 
with densensitization of the muscle 
membrane. 

(2) Studies of cultivated vascular 
smooth muscle cells for onset of syn¬ 
thetic activity of mucopolysaccharides, 
elastin and collagen. 

(3) Comparison of any noted changes 
in the lining of respiratory epithelium 
in baboons habituated to inhalation of 
tobacco smoke to the functional studies 
also performed on these animals. 

The article will also be used in the 
teaching of resident and graduate stu¬ 
dents in pathology and physiology and 
for the training of postdoctoral fellows 
in specialized techniques related to stud¬ 
ies in ultrastructure as well as for teach¬ 
ing the required skills for the electron 
microscope course offered to Histology 
students, and others taking the course. 
Application received by Commissioner of 
Customs: September 17, 1974. 

Docket number: 75-00112-33-9000. 
Applicant: Hospital of the University of 
Pennsylvania, 3400 Spruce Street, Phila¬ 
delphia, Pa. 19104. Article: EMI Scanner 
with Magnetic Tape System. Manufac¬ 
turer: EMI Limited, United Kingdom. 
Intended use of article: The article is 
intended to be used for investigating the 
early detection and pathogenesis of brain 
tumors, brain infection and brain 
trauma. The article will also be used 
extensively in training medical students 
and postgraduate physician trainees in 
Neuroradiology, Neurology, Neurosur¬ 
gery. as well as in Nuclear Medicine. The 
correlation with conventional neuro- 
radiologic and radionuclide diagnostic 


examinations will be emphasized and the 
proper indications for various diagnostic 
modalities will be stressed. Application 
received by Commissioner of Customs: 
September 17, 1974. 

Docket number: 75-00113-33-46040. 
Applicant: University of Hawaii at Hilo, 
P.O. Box 1357, Hilo, Hawaii 96720. Arti¬ 
cle : Electron Microscope, Model EM-9S- 
2. Manufacturer: Carl Zeiss, West Ger¬ 
many. Intended use of article: The arti¬ 
cle is intended to be used to train stu¬ 
dents (undergraduate) in the techniques 
of electron microscopy, to familiarize 
them with the appearance of biological 
structures at the ultrastructural level, 
and to enable them to attempt limited 
research projects in collaboration with 
members of the faculty as a part of their 
training. The organisms to be studied 
are of marine origin obtainable in Hilo 
Bay, that will include both normal and 
pathological specimens. Applications 
received by Commissioner of Customs: 
September 17, 1974. 

Docket Number: 75-00114-33-46040. 
Applicant: University of New Mexico, 
Biology Department, Albuquerque, New 
Mexico 87131. Article: Electron Micro¬ 
scope, Model Corinth 275. Manufacturer: 
AEI Scientific Apparatus Ltd., United 
Kingdom. Intended use of article: The 
article is intended to be used to examine 
ultra thin sections and surface replica¬ 
tions of biological materials hi the fol¬ 
lowing research projects. 

(1) Localization of enzymes in 
bacteria, 

(2) Fine structural studies of topog¬ 
raphy, appendages and internal struc¬ 
tures of bacteria conducted on bacteria 
of ecological importance, 

(3) Transmission electron microscopy 
and autoradiography on thin sections of 
millipede cuticle used to investigate sea¬ 
sonal utilization of metabolic reserves 
in a desert millipede. 

(4) Study of the role of microtubules 
and/or microfllaments in the reorgani- 
zational response to thyroid-stimulating 
hormone (TSH) of cultured thyroid 
gland cells, 

(5) Studies of the separation, cul¬ 
ture and metabolic properties of cells 
dissociated from mammalian lung 
tissue, 

(6) Detailed studies of the host ac¬ 
ceptance of transplants of cells cultured 
in vitro , 

(7) Studies of cell surface phenomena 
associated with dispersed, cultured and 
transplanted cells, and 

(8) Observations of cells in the gan¬ 
glion cell layer of vertebrate retinae from 
rats, mice, cats, dogs and primates. The 
article will also be used in the courses 
Techniques in Electron Microscopy, 
Cytology, and Cell Physiology to teach 
the use of electron microscope tech¬ 
niques and applications in the biological 
sciences, and to aid the student in in¬ 
terpretation of cell structure and func¬ 
tion. Application received by Commis¬ 
sioner of Customs: September 17, 1974. 

Docket number: 75-00115-33-46500. 
Applicant: University of North Carolina 
at Chapel Hill, School of Medicine, 
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Chapel Hill, North Carolina 27514. Arti¬ 
cle- Ultramicrotome, Model OM U3. 
Manufacturer : C. Reichert Optische 
Werke. Austria. Intended use of article: 
Tire article i & intended to be used for a 
comprehensive neuroanatomical investi¬ 
gation on tire synaptic organization of 
primary sensory nuclei in the brain and 
spinal cord of experimental animals. In 
addition, the article will be used in the 
training of medical and graduate stu¬ 
dents in neurobiology and neuroanat¬ 
omy. Application received by Commis¬ 
sioner of Customs: September 17, 1974. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 11.106, Importation of Duty-Free 
Educational and Scientific Materials) 

A. H. Stuart, 
Director , Special Import 

Programs Division. 

(FR Doc.74-23983 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 ami 


STATE UNIVERSITY OF NEW YORK AT 
STONY BROOK 

Decision on Application for Duty-Free Entry 
of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a sci¬ 
entific article pursuant to section 6(c) 
of the Educational, Scientific, and Cul¬ 
tural Materials Importation Act of 1966 
(Public Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and 
the regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (37 FR 3892 et seq). 

A copy of the record pertaining to 
this decision is available for public re¬ 
view during ordinary business hours of 
the Department of Commerce, at the 
Office of Import Programs, Department 
of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Docket number: 74-00538-75-41200. 
Applicant: State University of New York, 
Stony Brook, New York 11790. Article: 
mm Wave Klystron, 55 GHz. Manufac¬ 
turer: Varian of Canada, Canada. In¬ 
tended use of article: The article is to be 
used in the measurement of the Lamb 
Shift in doubly ionized lithium utilizing 
an rf. resonance technique. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this application. 
Decision: Application approved. No in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci¬ 
entific value to the foreign article, for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used, is being manufactured in the 
United States. Reasons: The foreign ar¬ 
ticle provides the capability of operation 
at 55 gigahertz. The National Bureau of 
Standards (NBS) advised in its memo¬ 
randum dated September 6. 1974, that 
me capability described above is per¬ 
tinent to the purposes for which the ar¬ 
ticle is intended to be used. NBS also 
advised that it knows of no domestic in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci¬ 
entific value to the foreign article for 
the applicant’s intended use. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 11.105. Importation of Duty- 
mc Educational and Scientific Materials.) 

A. H. Stuart, 
Director, Special Import 

Programs Division . 
[FR Doc. 74-23984 Filed 10-16-74:8:46 amj 


TEXAS A & M UNIVERSITY 

Decision on Application for Duty-free Entry 
of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien¬ 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 
(Public Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and 
the regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (37 FR 3892 et seq). 

A copy of the record pertaining to 
this decision is available for public re¬ 
view during ordinary business hours of 
the Department of Commerce, at the 
Office of Import Programs, Department 
of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Docket number: 74-00552-75-90000. 
Applicant: Texas A & M University, 
College Station, Texas 77843. Article: 
Rotating Anode X-Ray Topographic 
System. Manufacturer: Rigaku Denki 
Co. Ltd., Japan. Intended use of article: 
The article is intended to be used for 
studies of the crystalline lattice defects 
of semiconductor materials (primarily 
silicon). The article is to be used to make 
X-Ray topograrhs before and after each 
processing step thus allowing identifica¬ 
tion of the existing lattice damage and 
strains. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this application. 
Decision: Application approved. No in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used, is being manufactured in the 
United States. Reason: The foreign 
article provides the capability for X-ray 
energies such as those produced in 
rotating-anode tubes (e.g., 60 kilovolts 
at 500 millivolts for a 10 square milli¬ 
meter focus) and the capability pro¬ 
vided by an oscillating topographic 
camera which allows topography of 
wide imperfections in large single crys¬ 
tals. The National Bureau of Standards 
(NBS) advised in its memorandum 
dated September 9, 1974, that both 
capabilities described above are perti¬ 
nent to the purposes for which the arti¬ 
cle is intended to be used. NBS also ad¬ 
vised that it knows of no domestic 
instrument or system of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 11.105, Importation of Duty- 
Free Educational and Scientific Materials) 

A. H. Stuart. 
Director , Special Import 
Programs Division . 

(FR Doc.74-23787 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 amj 


UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA 

Decision on Application for Duty-Free Entry 
of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien¬ 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub¬ 
lic law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and 


the regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (37 FR 3892 et seq). 

A copy of the record pertaining to 
this decision is available for public re¬ 
view during ordinary business hours of 
the Department of Commerce, at the 
Office of Import Programs, Department 
of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Docket number: 75-00041-98-68195. 
Applicant: University of California Los 
Alamos Scientific Laboratory, P.O. Box 
990 Los Alamos, New Mexico 87544. 
Article: Alcatel MIV-3000 Helium Gas 
Pumping System. Manufacturer: Alcatel, 
France. Intended use of article: The ar¬ 
ticle is intended to be used as part of the 
8 He recirculating refrigeration of a po¬ 
larized target to measure a spin correla¬ 
tion parameter (Cnn) in high energy 
proton-proton elastic scattering. The 
target will also be available as a ZGS 
facility for use in other experiments. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this application. 
Decision: Application approved. No in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci¬ 
entific value to the foreign article, for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used, is being manufactured in the 
United States. Reasons: The foreign ar¬ 
ticle is capable of maintaining a suffi¬ 
ciently low 3 He pressure at the target 
to permit the target to cool by evapora¬ 
tion to temperatures on the order of 
0.4* Kelvin and has a maximum leak 
rate of 1 x 10' 7 atmosphere (atm), cubic 
centimeter (cc). reciprocal seconds 
(sec' 1 ). The most closely comparable 
domestic instrument, the Stokes Division 
Model 1723, manufactured by the Penn- 
walt Corporation, provides a leak rate 
which exceeds 1 x 10~ T atm. cc-sec.- 1 
which does not meet the maximum leak 
rate specification of the article. The Na¬ 
tional Bureau of Standards (NBS) ad¬ 
vised in its memorandum dated Septem¬ 
ber 25. 1974, that the two capabilities 
of the article cited above are pertinent to 
the applicant’s intended purposes. NBS 
also advised that it knows of no domestic 
instrument of equivalent scientific value 
to the foreign article for the applicant’s 
intended use. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-Free 
Educational and Scientific Materials) 

A. H. Stuart, 
Director. Special Import 

Programs Division. 

(FR Doc.74-23988 Piled 10-15-74;8:45 am) 


UNIVERSITY OF FLORIDA 

Decision on Application for Duty-Free Entry 
of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien¬ 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 
(Public Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and 
the regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (37 FR 3892 et seq). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
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of Import Programs, Department of 
Commerce. Washington. D.C. 20230. 

Docket number: 74-00429-33-46040. 
Applicant: University of Florida, Dept, 
of Materials Science & Engineering, 
Gainesville, Florida 32611. Article: Elec¬ 
tron Microscope. Model EM 301. Manu¬ 
facturer: Philips Electronic Instruments, 
The Netherlands. Intended use of arti¬ 
cle: The article is intended to be used 
for studies of metals and alloys, glasses, 
ceramics, semi-conductors, minerals, 
organic solids, particulate matter, and 
replicas. Experiments to be conducted 
include: (A) Determining the crystal 
structure and composition of precipitate 
particles less than 0.3 nm in diameter. 
(B) Using computer simulation methods 
to precisely match strain fields of dis¬ 
locations. voids, grain boundaries, small 
precipitates and interfaces between 
phases with and without solute segrega¬ 
tion. (C) Studying the crystallization of 
amorphous films produced by sputtering 
and evaporation using small angle scat¬ 
tering, raicrodiffraction and electron 
energy analysis. (D) Studying the inter¬ 
face between bioceramics implants and 
animal tissue by direct resolution, com¬ 
position analysis and micro diffraction. 
(E) Investigating the degree of solute 
segregation at crystal defects and bound¬ 
aries in silicon and other semiconductor 
materials by micro X-ray analysis and 
strain contrast. (F) Many other similar 
studies where a precise description of 
local structure and composition are 
required. 

The article will also be used for educa¬ 
tional purposes to train metallurgists, 
ceramists, materials scientists, and other 
(e.g. chemists, biologists, etc.) in the use 
and interpretation of information from 
electron microscopes for use in product 
development failure analysis, and re¬ 
search on solids. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this application. 
Decision: Application approved. No in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci¬ 
entific value to the foreign article, for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used, is being manufactured in the 
United States. 

Reasons: The foreign article provides 
a capability for scanning transmission 
microscopy. The most closely comparable 
domestic instrument available at the 
time the article was ordered was the 
Model EMU-4C supplied by the Adam 
David Company. The Model EMU-4C did 
not provide a capability for scanning 
transmission microscopy. The National 
Bureau of Standards (NBS) advised in 
its memorandum dated September 9. 
1974. that the capability for scanning 
transmission electron microscopy is per¬ 
tinent to the purposes for which the arti¬ 
cle is intended to be used. NBS further 
advised that it knows of no domestic in¬ 
strument of equivalent scientific value to 
the article for the applicant’s intended 
use. For these reasons we find that the 
Model EMU-4C is not of equivalent sci¬ 
entific value to the foreign article for 
such purpose as the article is intended 
to be used. 


The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article, for such purposes as this article 
is intended to be used, which is being 
manufactured in the United States. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 11.05, Importation of Duty-Free 
Educational and Scientific Materials) 

A. H. Stuart, 
Director, Special Import 
Programs Division . 

(FR Doc.74-23985 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 amj 


YALE UNIVERSITY 

Decision on Application for Duty-Free Entry 
of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien¬ 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 
(Public Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and 
the regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (37 FR 3892 et seq). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Import Programs, Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Docket number: 74-00549-01-19000. 
Applicant: Yale University, 225 Prospect 
St., New Haven, Conn. 06520. Article: 
Vibrating Densimeter, Model OIC. Man¬ 
ufacturer: Sodev, Inc., Canada. Intended 
use of article: The article is intended to 
be used to measure the densities of solu¬ 
tions and suspensions which are simul¬ 
taneously studied in a Yale-designed 
and built Differential Scanning Calo¬ 
rimeter. A wide variety of materials, 
mostly of biochemical interest, will be 
studied, including suspensions of lipids, 
cell membranes and filamentous viruses, 
as well as solutions of simple model com¬ 
pounds. These studies are directed at 
determining the thermodynamic proper¬ 
ties of biologically important compounds 
and structures. The article will also be 
used extensively by undergraduate and 
graduate students and postdoctoral fel¬ 
lows in their research activities. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received witi respect to this application. 
Decision: Application approved. No in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci¬ 
entific value to the foreign article, for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used, is being manufactured in the 
United States. Reasons: The foreign ar¬ 
ticle provides an accuracy of 1 in 10 fl with 
a measuring time of about one minute. 
The most closely comparable domestic 
instrument, the American Instrument 
Company (AMNCO) Model 300, provides 
an accuracy of 1 in 10 s with a measur¬ 
ing time of about 10 minutes. The De¬ 
partment of Health, Education, and Wel¬ 
fare advised in its memorandum dated 
September 11,1974, that the better speed 
and accuracy of the article is pertinent 
to the purposes for which the article is 
intended to be used. We, therefore, find 


that the Model 300 is not of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign articles 
for such purposes as the article is in¬ 
tended to be used. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article, for such purposes as this article 
is intended to be used, which is being 
manufactured in the United States. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-Free 
Educational and Scientific Materials) 

A. H. Stuart, 
Director , Special Import 
Programs Division. 

|FR Doc.74-23986 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 amj 


National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

ATLANTIC TUNA 

Notice of Meeting 

A meeting open to individuals inter¬ 
ested in Atlantic tuna will be held at 
8:30 a.m., on Wednesday, October 23, 
1974, in the Penthouse Conference 
Room, Page One Building, 2001 Wiscon¬ 
sin Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

The purpose of the meeting is to re¬ 
view U.S. preparations for the Third 
Regular Meeting of the Council of the 
International Commission for the Con¬ 
servation of Atlantic Tunas to be con¬ 
vened November 20-26 in Madrid, Spain. 
The Washington, D.C., discussions will 
concentrate on the possible conservation 
needs of Atlantic tuna and tuna-like 
species. 

The public will be admitted to the 
extent of seating available on a first 
come, first served basis. 

Dated: October 9, 1974. 

Robert W. Schoning, 
Director, 

National Marine Fisheries Service. 

[FR Doc.74-23997 FUed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 


Social and Economic Statistics 
Administration 

CENSUS ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON 
SMALL AREAS 

Public Meeting 

The Census Advisory Committee on 
Small Areas will convene on Novem¬ 
ber 21 and 22, 1974 at 9 a.m. in Room 
2113, Federal Building 3, at the Bureau 
of the Census in Suitland, Maryland. 

The Census Advisory Committee on 
Small Areas was established in 1965 to 
advise the Bureau of the Census con¬ 
cerning development of statistical pro¬ 
grams in metropolitan and other local 
communities regarding transportation, 
urban renewal, poverty, and other 
activities. 

The Committee is composed of 2- 
members appointed by the Secretary ol 
Commerce. 

The agenda for the November 21 
meeting is: (1) Budget and funding out¬ 
look, (2) Determination method lor 
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Census Bureau data collection and pub¬ 
lication decisions. (3) Proposed Current 
population Survey expansion and the 
potential for small area estimates. (4) 
Work performed for other Federal agen¬ 
cies (5) State and local Area Data Im¬ 
provement Program, and inventory of 
statistics and regulations requiring Fed¬ 
eral State and Local Agency Use of 
Small Area Data. (6) Special publica¬ 
tions on Census Bureau products and 
services, (7) Progress report on 1972 
Economic Censuses and plans for 1977, 
(8) Census Use Study Programs for Fis¬ 
cal Year 1975. 

The agenda for the November 22 meet¬ 
ing which will adjourn at approximately 
12:30 pm., is: (1) State of the Census 
Bureau -reorganization for dita user ac¬ 
tivities. (2) Pilot study of uses of Census 
data, (3) Progress report on 1980 Census 
planning, (4) Subcommittee recom¬ 
mendations concerning data to be pub¬ 
lished for small areas. (5) Panel discus¬ 
sion on Census data for land use planning 
and management. 

A limited number of seats—approxi¬ 
mately 15—will be available to the pub¬ 
lic. A brief period will be set aride during 
both days for public comment and ques¬ 
tions. Extensive cuestions or statements 
must be submitted in writing to the Com¬ 
mittee Guidance and Control Officer at 
least three days prior to the meeting. 

Persons planning to attend and wish¬ 
ing additional information concerning 
this meeting should contact the Commit¬ 
tee Guidance and Control Officer. Mr. 
Robert B. Voight, Chief. Data User Serv¬ 
ices Office, Bureau of the Census. Room 
3555, Federal Building 3. Suit! and, Mary¬ 
land. (Mail Address: Washington, D.C. 
20233). Telephone (301) 763-7720. 

Dated: October 7,1974. 

Vincent P. Earabba, 

Director r 

Bureau of the Census. 

IFR Doc.74 24042 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 amJ 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Office o ? Education 
TEACHER CORPS 


Meeting 


Notice is hereby given pursuant to the 
authority contained in Part B-l of the 
Education Professions Development Act 
of 1965, as amended (79 Stat. 1255-1258 
as amended, 20 U.S.C. I10l-ll07a>. that 
the Teacher Corps will hold general 
orientation meetings for officials from 
Institutions of Higher Education and 
State and Local Education Agencies who 
are interested in submitting application 
for Teacher Corps grants to be awarded 
ior the school year 1975-76. 

A meeting wi.l be held between 9:00 
a m. anf. 5:00 p.m. on November 11. 1974 
at the Marriott Essex House Hotel. 160 
Central Park South. New York. New York 
and repeated between those times on the 
dates and locations listed: 


November 13 . 1974 . Admiral Benbow Inn 

nn?H. a « Alrport ‘ 1419 Virginia Avenue 
College Park, Georgia. 


November 14. 1974. Stauffers Riverfront 

Inn. 200 South Fourth Street. St. Louis, 

Missouri. 

November 15, 1974. Holiday Inn. Los Angeles 

International Airport. 9901 La Cienega 

Boulevard. Los Angeles, California. 

The orientation meeting shall be 
opened to the public. The proposed 
agenda includes: 

1. Review of current legislative au¬ 
thority including changes under Public 
Law 93-380. 

2. Application procedures, including 
the specifications for the preparation of 
program and fiscal information. 

3. Description of application review 
criteria as established under the Office 
of Education’s General Provisions. 

The choice of meeting place together 
with names of officials expected to 
attend such sessions should be mailed 
to: Teacher Corps. U.S. Office of Educa¬ 
tion, Washington. D.C. 20202, Attention: 
Conference Coordinator. 

Dated: October 9.1974. 

T. H. Bell, 

U.S. Commissioner of Education. 

IFR Doc.74- 24048 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 ami 


Social and Rehabilitation Service 

NATIONAL ADVISORY COUNCIL ON SERV¬ 
ICES AND FACILITIES FOR THE DEVEL- 
OPMENTALLY DISABLED 

Meeting 

The National Advisory Council on 
Services and Facilities for the Develop¬ 
mental^ Disabled, created to advise the 
Secretary on regulations and evaluation 
of programs for Public Law 91-517, will 
hold a regular meeting on October 21 and 
22, 1971. at the Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare North Building, 
Room 5051, 330 Independence Avenue 
SW., Washington, D C. 20201. On Octo¬ 
ber 21 the meeting will begin at 9:00 a.m. 
and recess at 5:30 p.m. On October 22 
the meeting will reconvene at 8:30 a.m. 
and adjourn at 5:00 p.m. The agenda 
will include the Executive Secretary’s 
Report, Legislative Developments and 
Their Implications for State Programs, 
Role of the Regional Office in the Ad¬ 
ministration of the DD Program. Issues 
in SSI. Social Services, and Medicaid, as 
they Impact on the Developmental^ 
Disabled, and Subcommittee Reports. 
The meeting will be open to the public. 
Additional information can be obtained 
by calling the Executive Secretary at 
202-245-0772. 

Dated: October 4,1974. 

Francis K. Lynch, 
Executive Secretary. 
[FR Doc.74-24029 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 am| 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 
AIRPORT GRANT-IN-AID 
Notice of Consultative Planning Conference 
The purpose of this notice is to an¬ 
nounce a Consultative Planning Confer¬ 


ence on the Airport Grant-in-Aid Pro¬ 
gram. (The establishment of annual con¬ 
sultative planning procedures was orig¬ 
inally documented and publicized in 33 
FR 1905, dated 24 December 1968, and 
35 FR 17798. dated 19 November 1970.) 

The Department of Transportation 
announces that the conference will be 
held October 23-24 in the Departmental 
Conference Room, room 2230, 400 7th 
Street, SW.. Washington, D.C., at 9 a.m. 
The meeting will be open to the public 
and all persons are invited to present 
their views on the matters to be dis¬ 
cussed. 

The authorization under which the 
present Airport Grant-in-Aid Program 
is being conducted expires at the end of 
FY-75. The purpose of the conference 
is to review and discuss the major options 
available for improving management of 
the program. 

v Issued in Washington, D.C. on Octo¬ 
ber 10. 1974. 

F. A. Meister, 

Acting Associate Administrator 
for Policy Development and 
Review. 

IFR Doc.74 24078 Filed X0-15-74;8:45 ami 


Federal Railroad Administration 

RAILROAD OPERATING RULES 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 
92-463, 86 Stat. 770). notice is hereby 
given that the Railroad Operating Rules 
Advisory Committee will meet on Thurs¬ 
day. October 31, 1974 and Friday. No¬ 
vember 1, 1974 at 10 a.m. in Room 5331. 
Department of Transportation. 400 
Seventh Street, SW.. Washington. D.C. 

The Committee was established to pro¬ 
vide advice to the Federal Railroad Ad¬ 
ministration concerning solutions to 
problem areas involving the operating 
rules of the nation's railroads. 

As the first meeting of this newly 
created Committee the proceedings will 
include consideration of organizational 
matters and a briefing from the Federal 
Railroad Administration on the operat¬ 
ing rules problem. 

The meeting is open to the public. Any 
member of the public who wishes to file 
a written statement with the Committee 
will be permitted to do so. Members of 
the public who w T ish to make oral state¬ 
ments should inform the Office of Chief 
Counsel, Federal Railroad Administra¬ 
tion (202) 426-0767 at least 5 days prior 
to the meeting and reasonable provision 
will be made for their appearance on the 
agenda. 

Minutes of the meeting will be made 
available for public inspection during 
regular business hours in the Office of the 
Chief Counsel. Federal Railroad Admin¬ 
istration, Room 5101, Nassif Building. 400 
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 

Issued at Washington, D.C. on Octo¬ 
ber 9, 1974. 

JonN W. Ingram, 
Administrator. 

(FR Doc.74-24077 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 
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Office of the Secretary 

| OST Docket No. 34, Notice No. 74-13 ] 

KENTUCKY; EMERGENCY DAYLIGHT 
SAVING TIME 

Realignment of Time Zone Boundaries 

The Emergency Daylight Saving 
Time Energy Conservation Act of 1973, 
as originally enacted (December 15, 1973, 
Public Law 93-182) (“the Act”), ad¬ 
vances the standard time by one hour in 
all eight standard time zones of the 
United States continuously from 2 a.m. 
Sunday, January 6, 1974, to 2 a.m. Sun¬ 
day, April 27, 1975, and provides that the 
time as so advanced shall be standard 
time. On October 5, 1974, the President 
signed an amendment to the Act (Public 
Law 93-434) which returns the United 
States to nonadvanced time for four 
months—from 2 a.m. Sunday, Octo¬ 
ber 27. 1974, to 2 a.m. Sunday, Febr¬ 
uary 23, 1975. Thus, under the amend¬ 
ment davlight saving time will not be 
observed in the United States during this 
four-month period. 

Section 3(b) of the Act permits the 
President to grant a State’s request for 
realignment of the existing limits of time 
zones if the State, by proclamation of its 
Governor, makes a finding prior to Sun¬ 
day, January 6. 1974—the effective date 
of the Act—that such realignment is 
necessary to avoid undue hardship or to 
conserve fuel in such State or part there¬ 
of. Bv Executive Order 11751, issued 
December 15, 1973, the President desig¬ 
nated and empowered the Secretary of 
Transportation to exercise the Presi¬ 
dent’s authority to grant realignments. 

Procedures and criteria for implemen¬ 
tation were promulgated by the Secre¬ 
tary (49 CFR Part 73; December 20, 1973. 
38 FR 34876) which specifically reserved 
to the Secretary the authority to revoke 
or modify a realignment granted by the 
Secretary (49 CFR § 73.11(a)). 

The Governor of the Commonwealth 
of Kentucky, the Honorable Wendell H. 
Ford, by proclamation issued January 3, 
1974, requested that the limits of the 
division between the eastern and central 
time zones in Kentucky be realigned dur¬ 
ing the effective period of the Act, to 
include within the central time zone all 
of the Commonwealth except twelve 
northeastern counties (Boone, Kenton, 
Campbell, Grant, Pendleton, Bracken, 
Mason, Lewis, Greenup, Carter, Boyd, 
and Lawrence). The twelve counties 
which were to remain in the eastern time 
zone are proximate to the Ohio and West 
Virgina State lines. 

The proclamation and supporting data 
submitted by the Governor of Kentucky 
established that more than 75 percent of 
the population of Kentucky live in the 
extreme western edge of the eastern time 
zone (as then delineated); that obser¬ 
vance of eastern advanced time within 
most of that portion of Kentucky in the 
eastern time zone would cause extreme 
hardship to school children, and to agri¬ 
culture and industry requiring daylight 
working conditions; that the conveni¬ 
ence of commerce would be served by 


western Kentucky counties observing the 
same time as adjacent areas in Tennes¬ 
see and Indiana; and that the proposed 
realignment would not be detrimental to 
the national energy conservation pro¬ 
gram. The data submitted also estab¬ 
lished that the twelve counties which 
were to remain in the eastern time zone 
are commercially related to adjacent 
areas in Ohio and West Virginia, and 
that the convenience of commerce would 
best be served by their continued obser¬ 
vance of the same time as those areas. 

Upon consideration of the proclama¬ 
tion and supporting data, I found that 
the requested realignment of the limits 
of the eastern and central time zones 
within Kentucky would be consistent 
with the objectives sought to be achieved 
by the Act. I therefore ordered that dur¬ 
ing the effective period of the Act (Jan¬ 
uary 6. 1974 to April 27, 1975) the limit 
between the eastern and central time 
zones in the Commonwealth of Kentucky 
was to be defined as follows: 

From the Junction of the east line of Spen¬ 
cer County, Indiana, with the Indlana-Ken- 
tucky boundary northerly and easterly along 
that boundary to the west line of Boone 
County, Kentucky; thence southerly along 
the west 11ns of Boone County to the north 
line of Grant County; thence west along the 
north line of Grant County to the west line 
of Grant County; thence easterly along the 
west line of Grant County to the south line 
cf Grant C:unt;.; thence easterly along the 
south lines of Grant and Pendleton Counties 
to the west line of Bracken County; thence 
south along the west line of Bracken County 
to the south line of Bracken County; thence 
easterly along the south lines of Bracken, 
Mason. Lewis, and Carter Counties to the 
west line of Lawrence County; thence south 
along the west line of Lawrence County to 
the south line of Lawrence County; thence 
easterly and northerly along the south line 
of Lawrence County to Its Junction with the 
Kentucky-West Virginia boundary; thence 
southerly along the Kentucky-West Virginia 
boundary and the Kentucky-Virginla bound¬ 
ary to the Kentucky-Tennessee boundary: 
thence west along the Kentucky-Tennessee 
boundary to its Junction with the west line 
of Scott County. Tennessee (39 FR 1524, 
January 10, 1974). 

In light of the recent amendment to 
the Act discussed above, Governor Ford, 
by letter of October 8,1974, has requested 
that the Secretary change the expira¬ 
tion of the realignment from 2 a.m. Sun¬ 
day, April 27, 1975, when the Act expires 
and the realignment originally was to ex¬ 
pire, to 2 a m. Sunday. October 27. 1974, 
when nonadvanced time resumes under 
the amendment. The requested action 
would return the limit between the east¬ 
ern and central time zones in Kentucky 
to its normal alignment and return the 
affected part of Kentucky to the eastern 
time zone. Governor Ford cites the fact 
that during March (and, a fortiori . dur¬ 
ing April) the sun rises early enough and 
sets late enough in the affected part of 
Kentucky that the observance of ad¬ 
vanced (daylight saving) time would not 
produce the undue hardship which the 
realignment was designed to relieve. 

The Governor also cites the fact that, 
if his present request is not granted, the 


affected part of Kentucky, including the 
metropolitan areas of Louisville and 
Lexington, will undergo three time 
changes between October 27, 1974, and 
April 27, 1975; on October 27, 1974, from 
central daylight saving to central stand¬ 
ard time; on February 23, 1975, from 
central standard to central daylight sav¬ 
ing time; and on April 27,1975, from cen¬ 
tral to eastern daylight saving time. 
These multiple time changes would be 
both confusing to the people in the area 
concerned and disruptive of commerce, 
the convenience of which is a prime con¬ 
cern of the time laws. 

In consideration of the foregoing, I 
find that modification of the expiration 
of the temporary realignment of the 
limit between the eastern and central 
time zones in Kentucky to 2:00 a.m. cen¬ 
tral advanced (daylight saving) time on 
Sunday, October 27, 1974. as requested 
by the Governor of Kentucky, is consist¬ 
ent with the objectives sought to be 
achieved by the Act as recently amended. 
Effective at that time the limit between 
the eastern and central time zones in 
the Commonwealth of Kentucky shall be 
as it was prior to January 6, 1974, as de¬ 
fined in 49 CFR 71.5(c). (Since central 
advanced time is the same time on the 
clock as eastern nonadvanced time, mak¬ 
ing the modification effective at 2 a.m. 
central advanced time will obviate 
changing clocks in the affected part of 
Kentucky. 

Because of the short period of time 
between the enactment of Public Law 
93-434 on October 5, 1974, and its taking 
effect October 27, 1974, and the necessity 
to act uron Governor Ford’s proclama¬ 
tion prior to the latter date, I find that 
notice and public procedure on this 
action are contrary to the public interest 
and that good cause exists for making it 
effective in fewer than 30 days after pub¬ 
lication in the Federal Register. For 
these same reasons it has not been possi¬ 
ble to assess the need for and, if reces¬ 
sary, to prepare an environmental im¬ 
pact statement on this action. See section 
102, National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969 (January 1, 1970, Public Law 
91-190, section 102, 83 Stat. 853; 42 
U.S.C. 4332). 

This action is taken pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 3(b) of the Emergency Daylight 
Saving Time Energy Conservation Act 
of 1973 (December 15. 1973, Public Law 
93-182, section 3(b), 87 Stat. 708); Ex¬ 
ecutive Order 11751 (38 FR 34725); and 
Part 73 of the Regulations of the Office 
of the Secretary of Transportation (49 
CFR Part 73). 

.Effective date: This action is effective 
2 a.m. central advanced (daylight saving) 
time Sunday, October 27, 1974. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on October 
9. 1974. 

Claude S. Brinegar. 

Secretary of Transportation . 

[FR Doc.74-23963 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 
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ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

advisory committee on reactor 

SAFEGUARDS 
Notice of Meeting 

October 11. 1974. 

In accordance with the purposes of 
section 29 and 182b. of the Atomic En¬ 
ergy Act (42 U.S.C. 2039, 2232b.). the 
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe¬ 
guards will hold a meeting on October 
31-November 2. 1974, in Room 1046, 1717 
H Street, NW, Washington, D.C. 

The following constitutes that por¬ 
tion of the Committee's agenda for the 
above meeting which will be open to the 
public: 

Thursday, October 31, 1974 

9:15 am-12:30 pm—Seabrook Sta¬ 
tion—'The Committee will continue its 
review of the application for a con¬ 
struction permit for this facility. Rep¬ 
resentatives of the Public Service Com¬ 
pany of New Hampshire, the AEC Reg¬ 
ulatory Staff, and the New England 
Coalition on Nuclear Pollution will make 
presentations and hold discussions with 
the Committee. Portions of this session 
will be closed if required to discuss pro¬ 
prietary information related to the de¬ 
sign, construction and/or operation of 
this plant and to discuss security ar¬ 
rangements for this facility. Closed ses¬ 
sions will also be held for Committee 
deliberative sessions. 

1:30 pm-2:30 pm—Meeting with AEC 
Regulatory Staff—The Committee will 
meet with representatives of the AEC 
Regulatory Staff to hear presentations 
on and to hold discussions regarding re¬ 
cent reactor operating experience and 
recent licensing activities. 

3 pm-5 pm—Gas-Cooled Past Breeder 
Reactor—If required to complete Its pre¬ 
application review, the Committee will 
meet with representatives of General 
Atomic Company and the AEC Regula¬ 
tory Staff to discuss the proposed design 
for a gas-cooled fast breeder reactor. 
Closed sessions will be held if necessary 
to discuss proprietary information re¬ 
lated to the design of this plant. Closed 
portions will also be held for Commit¬ 
tee deliberative sessions. 

Friday, November 1, 1974 

9 am-12 Noon—Fast Flux Test Facil¬ 
ity—The Committee will meet with rep¬ 
resentatives of the AEC Division of Re¬ 
actor Research and Development and 
the AEC Regulatory Staff to hear pres¬ 
entations and hold discussions regard¬ 
ing the design, construction and/or op¬ 
eration of this facility. Closed portions 
will be held if necessary to discuss pro¬ 
prietary information related to the de¬ 
sign. construction and/or operation of 
this facility. Closed portions will also be 
held for Committee deliberative sessions. 

1:30 pm-5:30 pm—Clinch River 

Breeder Reactor—The Committee will 
meet with representatives of the Project 
Management Corporation and the AEC 
Reguhtory staff to hear presentations 
«na hold discussions regarding the 
design and/or operation of this reactor. 


Closed portions will be held if required 
to discuss proprietary information 
related to the design and/or operation 
of this facility. Closed portions will also 
be held for Committee deliberative 
sessions. 

It should be noted that, in addition to 
the closed portions of the agenda items 
noted above, the Committee will hold 
other sessions not open to the public 
under the authority of section 10(d) of 
Pub. L. 92-463 (the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act), to consider the above 
applications and other matters. I have 
determined in accordance with subsec¬ 
tion 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463 that it is 
necessary to close such portions of the 
meeting to protect proprietary data (5 
U.S.C. 552(b) (4)), and to protect the free 
interchange of internal views to avoid 
undue interference with agency or Com¬ 
mittee operation (5 U.S.C. 552(b)(5)). 
Any non-exempt material that may be 
discussed during the closed portions of 
the meeting will be inextricably Inter¬ 
twined with discussion of exempt mate¬ 
rial and no further separation is practi¬ 
cal. Practical considerations may dictate 
alterations In the above agenda or sched¬ 
ule. 

The Chairman of the Committee is em¬ 
powered to conduct the meeting in a 
manner that in his judgment will facili¬ 
tate the orderly conduct of business, in¬ 
cluding provisions to carry over an in- 
completed open session from one day to 
the next. 

With respect to public participation 
in the open portion of the meeting, the 
following requirements shall apply: 

(a) Persons wishing to submit written 
statements regarding the agenda items 
may do so by mailing 25 copies thereof, 
postmarked no later than October 23, 
1974 to the Executive Secretary, Advisory 
Committee on Reactor Safeguards, U S. 
Atomic Energy Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20545. Such written comments shall 
be based on documents related to the 
agenda Items noted above, and related 
documents on file and available for pub¬ 
lic inspection at the Atomic Energy Com¬ 
mission’s Public Document Room. 1717 
H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20545. 
and as follows: 

Seabrook Station 

Exeter Public Library 
Front Street 

Exeter. New Hampshire 03833 

Clinch River Breeder Reactor 

Mr3. Patricia Postell 
Oak Ridge Public Library 
Civic Center 

Oak Ridge. Tennessee 37830 

(b) Those persons submitting a writ¬ 
ten statement in accordance with 
paragraph (a) above may request an 
opportunity to make oral statements 
concerning the written statement. Such 
requests shall accompany the written 
statement and shall set forth reasons 
Justifying the need for such oral state¬ 
ment and its usefulness to the Commit¬ 
tee. To the extent that the time available 
for the meeting permits, the Committee 
will receive oral statements during a pe¬ 
riod of no more than 30 minutes at an 


appropriate time, chosen by the Chair¬ 
man of the Committee. 

(c> Requests for the opportunity to 
make oral statements shall be ruled on 
by the Chairman of the Committee, who 
is empowered to apportion the time 
available among those selected by him to 
make oral statements. 

(d) Information as to whether the 
meeting or portions of the meeting have 
been cancelled or rescheduled, and in re¬ 
gard to the Chairman's ruling on re¬ 
quests for the opportunity to present oral 
statements, and the time allotted, can be 
obtained by a prepaid telephone call on 
October 30, 1974 to the Office of the 
Executive Secretary of the Committee 
(telephone: 301-973-5651) between 8:30 
am and 5:15 pm Eastern Time. It should 
be noted that the schedule noted above 
is tentative, based on the anticipated 
availability of related information, etc. 
It may be necessary to reschedule items 
during the same day to accommodate re¬ 
quired changes. The ACRS Executive 
Secretary will be prepared to describe 
these changes on October 30, 1974. 

(e) Questions may be propounded only 
by members of the Committee and its 
consultants. 

(f) The use of still, movie, and tele¬ 
vision cameras, the physical installation 
and presence of which will not interfere 
with the course of the meeting, will be 
permitted both before and after the 
meeting and during any recess. The use 
of such equipment will not, however, be 
allowed while the meeting is in session. 

(g) Persons desiring to attend portions 
of the meeting where proprietary infor¬ 
mation is being discussed may do so by 
providing to the Executive Secretary 7 
days prior to the meeting, a copy of 
an executed agreement with the owner 
of the proprietary information to safe¬ 
guard this material. 

(h) A copy of the transcript of the 
open portions of the meeting will be 
available for inspection during the fol¬ 
lowing workday at the Atomic Energy 
Commission'3 Public Document Room, 
1717 H Street NW.. Washington, D.C. On 
request, cories of the minutes of the 
meeting will be made available for in¬ 
spection at the Atomic Energy Commis¬ 
sion’s Public Document Room, 1717 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. on or after 
January 31,1975. Copies may be obtained 
upon payment of appropriate charges. 

Joseph B. LaGrone, 

Acting Advisory Committee, 
Management Officer. 

[FR Doc.74-24087 Filed 10-15-74,8:45 am] 


[Docket No. 60-409 \ 

DAIRYLAND POWER COOPERATIVE 

Proposed Issuance of Amendment to 
Provisional Operating License 

The Atomic Energy Commission (the 
Commission) is considering the issuance 
of an amendment to Provisional Oper¬ 
ating License No. DPR^45 issued to the 
Dalryland Power Cooperative (the li¬ 
censee) for operation of the La Crosse 
Bolling Water Reactor (LACBWR) (the 
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facility), located in Vernon County, Wis¬ 
consin, and currently authorized for op¬ 
eration at power levels up to 165 MWt. 

The license amendment would revise 
the Technical Specifications for the fa¬ 
cility to incorporate increased interim 
surveillance requirements for the high 
energy fluid piping outside containment 
pending completion and acceptance of 
certain modifications to the facility to 
assure that it will withstand the conse¬ 
quences of postulated ruptures in the 
high energy fluid piping outside contain¬ 
ment without loss of capability to 
achieve and maintain safe shutdown of 
the facility as required by the Commis¬ 
sion's regulations. 

On or before November 15, 1974, any 
person whose interest may be affected 
by the proceeding may file a request for 
a hearing in the form of a petition for 
leave to intervene with respect to the 
issuance of the amendment to the sub¬ 
ject facility operating license. Petitions 
for leave to intervene must be filed under 
oath or affirmation in accordance with 
the provisions of § 2.714 of 10 CFR Part 
2 of the Commission’s regulations. A 
petition for leave to Intervene must set 
forth the interest of the petitioner in the 
proceeding, how that interest may be 
affected by the results of the proceeding, 
and the petitioner’s contentions with re¬ 
spect to the proposed licensing action. 
Such petitions must be filed in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of this Federal 
Register notice and § 2.714, and must 
be filed with the Secretary of the Com¬ 
mission, U.S. Atomic Energy Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20545, Attention: 
Docketing and Service Section, by No¬ 
vember 15, 1974. A copy of the petition 
and/or request for a hearing should be 
sent to the Chief Hearing Counsel, Office 
of the General Counsel, Regulation, U.S. 
Atomic Energy Commission. Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20545 and to Fritz Schubert, 
Esquire, the attorney for the applicant. 

A petition for leave to intervene must 
be accompanied by a supporting affidavit 
which identifies the specific aspect or 
aspects of the proceeding as to which in¬ 
tervention is desired and specifies with 
particularity the facts on which the peti¬ 
tioner relies &s to both his interest and 
his contentions with regard to each as¬ 
pect on which intervention is requested. 
Petitions stating contentions relating 
only to matters outside the Commission’s 
jurisdiction will be denied. 

All petitions will be acted upon by .the 
Commission or designated licensing 
board or by the Chairman of the Atomic 
Safety and Licensing Board Panel. 
Timely petitions will be considered to 
determine whether a hearing should be 
noticed or another appropriate order 
issued regarding the disposition of the 
petitions. 

In the event that a hearing is held and 
a person is permitted to intervene, he 
becomes a party to the proceeding and 
has a right to participate fully in the 
conduct of the hearing. For example, he 
may present evidence and examine and 
cross-examine witnesses. 


For further details with respect to this 
action, see the Commission’s letters to 
the licensee dated December 18, 1972, 
and April 8, 1974 and the licensee’s re¬ 
port on pipe failures dated May 18, 1973 
transmitted by letter dated January 17, 
1974. All of these documents are avail¬ 
able for public inspection at the Com¬ 
mission’s Public Document Room, 1717 
H Street NW., Washington, D.C., and 
at the Sparta Free Library, Sparta, Wis¬ 
consin. As the Safety Evaluation Report 
to be prepared by the Directorate of 
Licensing on the subject of pipe failures 
and the license amendment become 
available, they may be Inspected at the 
above locations and a copy of each may 
be obtained upon request addressed to 
the U.S. Atomic Energy Commission, 
Washington. D.C. 20545. Attention: Dep¬ 
uty Director for Reactor Projects, Direc¬ 
torate of Licensing-Regulation. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 
10th Day of October. 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Dennis L. Ziemann, 
Chief , Operating Reactors 

Branch No. 2, Directorate 
of Licensing . 

[FR Doc.74-24088 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 


| Docket No. 50-298] 

NEBRASKA PUBLIC POWER DISTRICT 

Proposed issuance of Amendment to 
Facility Operating License 

The Atomic Energy Commission (the 
Commission) is considering issuance of 
an amendment to Facility Operating Li¬ 
cense No. DPR-46 issued to Nebraska 
Public Power District (the licensee) for 
operation of the Cooper Nuclear Station 
located in Nemaha County, Nebraska 
(the facility). 

The amendment would revise the pro¬ 
visions in the Technical Specifications 
relating to fuel densification in accord¬ 
ance with the licensee’s application for 
amendment dated May 28, 1974. 

Prior to issuance of the proposed li¬ 
cense amendment, the Commission will 
have made the findings required by the 
Act and the Commission’s regulations 
which are set forth in the proposed li¬ 
cense amendment. 

By November 15,1974, the licensee may 
file a request for a hearing and any per¬ 
son whose Interest m^y be affected by 
this proceeding may file a petition for 
leave to intervene. Requests for a hear¬ 
ing and petitions to intervene shall be 
filed in accordance with the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules of practice in 10 CFR Part 2. 
If a request for a hearing or a petition 
for leave to intervene is filed within the 
time prescribed in this notice, the Com¬ 
mission will issue a notice of hearing or 
an appropriate order. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the application for 
amendment dated May 28, 1974, (2) the 
Commission’s Technical Report on Den- 
ifleation of General Electric Reactor 
Fuels, dated August 23, 1973, and Sup¬ 


plement I, dated December 14, 1973 t ( 3 ) 
the proposed license amendment and 
changes to the Technical Specifications, 
and (4) a concurrently issued related 
Safety Evaluation by the Regulatory 
staff, which are available for public in¬ 
spection at the Commission’s Public Doc¬ 
ument Room, 1717 H Street, N.W., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., and at the Auburn Public 
Library, 1118 15 th Street, Auburn, Ne¬ 
braska 68305. A single copy of items (2), 
(3) and (4) above may be obtained upon 
request addressed to the U.S. Atomic 
Energy Commission, Washington, DC. 
20545, Attention: Deputy Director for 
Reactor Projects, Directorate of Licens¬ 
ing—Regulation. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 9th 
day of October, 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy CommLssioa 

Dennis L. Ziemann, 
Chief , Operating Reactors 

Branch No. 2, Directorate of 
Licensing . 

[FR Doc.74-24035 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

I Order 74-10-60; Docket No. 2457Q, etc.J 

ALLEGHENY AIRLINES, INC. ET AL 
Order on Reconsideration 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C. 
on the 10th day of October 1974. 

Application of Allegheny Airlines, 
Inc., for realignment of route 97; Docket 
No. 24576. 

In the matter of the application of 
Lake Central Airlines. Inc., under sec¬ 
tion 401 of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958 for amendment of its certificate for 
Route 83; Docket No. 1Y439. 

In the matter of the application of 
Lake Central Airlines, Inc., under sec¬ 
tion 401 of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958, as amended, for the amendment 
of its certificate Of public convenience 
and necessity for Route 88; Docket No. 
18155. 

Application of Mohawk Airlines. Inc., 
for amendment of its certificate of pub¬ 
lic convenience and necessity; Docket 
No. 20843. 

Application of Mohawk Airlines. Inc., 
for amendment of its certificate of pub- 
lice convenience and necessity; Docket 
No. 23013. 

Application of Allegheny Airlines 
Inc., for amendment of its certificate of 
public convenience and necessity; 
Docket No. 23037. 

By Orders 73-10-24 (October 4, 1973) 
and 74-8-28 (August 8, 1974) the Board 
effectuated an amendment of the cer¬ 
tificate of public convenience and neces¬ 
sity for route 97 held by Allegheny Air¬ 
lines. Inc. so as to realign that carrier s 
route system into one segment, eliminate 
or modify certain restrictions, and make 
permanent Allegheny’s temporary au¬ 
thority in certain markets. The amended 
certificate is to be effective on Octo¬ 
ber 11, 1974, subject to reconsideration 
of Order 74-6-28 as provided for m 
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the Board’s Rules of Practice, and to 
Board orders extending such effective 
date from time to time. 

Eight petitions for reconsideration 
have been received. 1 A total of 15 mar¬ 
kets in which improved authority is 
granted are the subject of these peti¬ 
tions. each party requesting further ac¬ 
tion in a particular market, except for 
North Central,* * * * whose petition embraces 
nine markets.* In addition, Allegheny 
has filed a consolidated answer to the 
petitions for reconsideration opposing 
any further imposition of operating re¬ 
strictions. and the Peninsula Airport 
Commission * filed an answer in support 
of Piedmont’s petition. 4 

In general, the petitions fall into two 
categories. The first category pertains to 
markets in which the improved author¬ 
ity was granted for the first time in 
Order 74-8-28, at the request of Alle¬ 
gheny and essentially because of the lack 
of objections to such request (see Appen¬ 
dix A. Order 74-8 28). The petitions of 
Delta, Ozark, and Southern, dealing with 
the Memphis - Nashville - Indianapolis 
markets, fall into this category. Upon 
reconsideration we have decided to grant 
the requests of Delta, Ozark and South¬ 
ern for the reimpo^ition of restrictions 
as proposed in the Order to Show Cause 
(Order 73-10-24), for the reasons dis¬ 
cussed below. The second category of 
petitions for reconsideration pertains to 
markets as to which objections were 
previously raised by the same parties 
and rejected by the Board by Order 74- 
8-28. Upon reconsideration, we have de¬ 
termined to grant the requests of Ameri¬ 
can, Allegheny, and the Norfolk Port and 
Industrial Authority (NPIA) and deny 
the requests of North Central and 
Piedmont, for the reasons discussed 
below. 

As modified herein, we find that the 
findings and conclusions contained in 
Order 73-10-24 and in Order 74-8-28 
should be reaffirmed. We further find 
that the amendment of the certificate of 
public convenience and necessity held 
by Allegheny in the form attached 
hereto, is in the public interest and is 
required by the public convenience and 


1 Petition* have been filed by: Allegheny 
Airlines, Inc.; American Airlines, Inc.; Delta 
Air Lines, Inc.; the Norfolk Port and Indus¬ 
trial Authority; North Central Airlines, Inc.; 
Ozark Air Lines, Inc,; Piedmont Aviation, 
Inc. and Southern Airways, Inc. No other 
petitions have been rrcelved. 

’Henceforth all reference to the carrier 
parties will be In abbreviated, common-usage 
form. 

’The objecting party, the market(s), and 
the authority proposed and granted In light 
of the objections are set forth In Appendix 

A hereto. 

* Owner and operator of Patrick Henry Air¬ 
port, which serves the Newport News-Hamp¬ 
ton Metropolitan area and surrounding 
communities. 

‘Allegheny has filed a motion for leave 
to file an unauthorized reply and a reply to 
the answer of the Peninsula Airport Com¬ 
mission. For good cause shown, we wlU 
grant the motion and consider Allegheny’s 
reply. 
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necessity. Our consideration of the ob¬ 
jections raised by the pleadings follows. 

As a preliminary matter we note that 
some of the objecting carriers, and par¬ 
ticularly Delta, question the appropriate¬ 
ness of show cause procedures, in 
terms of notice and due process, to 
realign a route system as complex as 
Allegheny’s, with the implication that 
the Board may not deny their requests 
for additional restrictions absent a 
hearing. We reject any such sugges¬ 
tion. The Board has been generous in 
allotting adequate time for the analysis 
of the route realignment proposal by 
affected parties, providing 60 days for 
the filing of answers to the Order to 
Show Cause and an additional 30 days 
for replies to such answers. No one 
has requested additional time, as is of 
course permissible under our rules of 
procedure. Furthermore, the Board, 
through its staff, has supplied extensive 
analysis of each Allegheny city-pair 
market to assist the parties in their own 
analysis. And finally, there has been no 
showing that a Rearing would ac¬ 
complish any more, in terms of building 
an adequate record for decision, than has 
been accomplished in this—and 
other—cases by the show cause proce¬ 
dure, particularly in light of the con¬ 
siderable savings in time and effort 
realized. Show cause procedures have 
now been successfully used in four other 
realignment proceedings and show 
promise of working admirably well in 
this case, as witness the fact that only 
15 out of 4,278 city-pair markets remain 
in dispute at this stage. 

Accordingly, we reaffirm our belief that 
the procedures utilized herein are appro¬ 
priate and consistent with due process. 
We do not perceive that any party has 
been deprived of adequate notice and 
opportunity to present argument and 
make a factual showing necessary for 
the Board to reach decision herein. 

The Memphis-Nashville-Indianapolis 
Markets 

Delta requests that the two-stop re¬ 
striction originally proposed in the Order 
to Show Cause (Order 73-10-24) for the 
Memphis-Indianapolis market be re¬ 
tained, in lieu of the one-stop restriction 
granted by Order 74-8-28 at Allegheny’s 
request and without objection at that 
time by Delta or any other party. Delta 
points out that the confluent actions of 
Order 74-8-28 granting nonstop author¬ 
ity between Nashville and Indianapolis 
and reducing the two-stop restriction be¬ 
tween Memphis and Indianapolis to a 
one-stop restriction leaves Allegheny 
with a usable, relatively circuitous rout¬ 
ing between the latter two points via 
Nashville, which. Delta asserts, is inade¬ 
quate to protect Delta’s services in the 
market.* Furthermore, Delta claims that 


•Delta states that Allegheny's previous 
be9t authority In the Indlanapolls-Memphls 
market (one-stop via Parkersburg) repre¬ 
sented a circuit of 114.2 percent; via Nash¬ 
ville, the circuit Is 17.8 percent. 
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there has been no showing that addi¬ 
tional competitive services are needed 
since Delta currently operates 10 daily 
services (seven of which are nonstop) 
with an on-board load factor of 63 per¬ 
cent, spread throughout the day, between 
Memphis and Indianapolis. Consequent¬ 
ly, Delta maintains, a two-stop restric¬ 
tion is required in order to maintain 
competitive balanse. 

Allegheny in its answer claims that 
Delta’s objection is untimely, that the 
sole basis for maintaining the two-stop 
restriction was the 50-percent circuity 
rule which, in Allegheny’s belief, should 
not be rigidly applied, and that one-stop 
Allegheny authority would pose no seri¬ 
ous threat to Delta and could provide 
some public benefit in light of Delta’s on¬ 
board load factor of 63 percent. 

Ozark in turn admits that it overlooked 
the request of Allegheny for nonstop au¬ 
thority in the Indianapolis-Nashville 
market contained in Allegheny’s objec¬ 
tions to Order 73-10-24 since neither that 
carrier’s original proposal nor the Board s 
show cause order contained such author¬ 
ity. 7 It states that Ozark would have ob¬ 
jected to nonstop authority earlier, and 
that it has no objections to unrestricted 
one-stop rights for Allegheny, equal to 
Ozark’s authority. Allegheny answers 
that Ozark’s objection is untimely and 
without merit. It states that the nonstop 
carriers certificated in the Indianapolis- 
Nashville market (American and East¬ 
ern) have not objected, that Ozark is not 
an applicant for nonstop authority, and 
that Ozark provides no service in the 
market. Accordingly. Allegheny claims, 
Ozark has no standing to seek a hearing 
and would not be adversely impacted in 
any event. 

Finally, Southern requests reconsidera¬ 
tion insofar as Order 74-8-28 removes 
Allegheny’s long-haul restriction in the 
Memphis-Nashvllle market. 8 Southern 
states that removal of the restriction 
would permit unrestricted turnaround 
service between Memphis and Nashville, 
which raises controversial issues of the 
need for additional service and the extent 
of competitive impact upon other carriers 
serving the market. It further states that 
Allegheny has objected to Southern’s 
application in Docket 24625 for improved 
authority in the market (from its current 
one-stop to nonstop) on the basis of a 
lack of need for the service and lack of 
public benefits, that the Board has stayed 
further procedural steps on its applica¬ 
tion (presumably in part on the basis of 
Allegheny's objection),* that Allegheny 
has in turn not shown a need or any 


^Allegheny had originally requested one- 

stop authority; the Board’s order proposed 

unrestricted two-stop authority. 

8 The restriction, lifted at Allegheny’s re¬ 
quest in its objections to the show cause 
order and without previous objection by 
Southern or any other party, requires Al¬ 
legheny’s Memphis-Nashvllle flights to origi¬ 
nate or terminate at a point north or east 
of Nashville. 

• Order 72-8-18 (August 4. 1972). 


« 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 201—WEDNESDAY OCTOBER 16, 1974 






37002 


NOTICES 


public benefits with respect to its receipt 
of Memphis-Nashville turnaround au¬ 
thority, and that, a fortiori , the Board 
must here deny Allegheny the lilting ol 
the long-haul restriction. 

Allegheny replies that Southern’s ob¬ 
jection is untimely and unsound on the 
merits. It states that Southern is not a 
factor in the Memphis-Nashville mar¬ 
ket ” since it is one-stop restricted and 
the market is served nonstop by four 
other carriers (American, BranifT, Pied¬ 
mont, and Allegheny), that none of the 
other carriers have objected to the lifting 
of the long-haul restriction, 11 that the 
original purpose of the restriction was 
primarily to protect the incumbent non¬ 
stop carriers rather than Southern. 11 and 
that the restriction is no longer needed. 

In considering the petitions of Delta, 
Ozark, and Southern, we feel that these 
carriers were remiss in failing to object 
to Allegheny’s requests for liberalized 
authority in the time provided therefor; 
however, we are not inclined, under all 
of the circumstances of this case, to re¬ 
fuse reconsideration simply because an 
objection could have been raised at an 
earlier stage of these proceedings as Al¬ 
legheny urges. 11 We find that the public 
interest will be better served if the Board 
considers the carriers’ objections on their 
merits. 

The grant of Delta’s and Ozark’s re¬ 
quests for the re imposition of additional 
stop restrictions is, quite simply, consist¬ 
ent with the realignment guidelines we 
laid down at the inception of this case. u 
In the Memphis-Indianapolis market, 
Allegheny’s best pre-realignment author¬ 
ity involved a circuitry of about 114 per¬ 
cent as compared to Delta’s nonstop 
rights. By our guidelines, this requires a 
two-stop restriction over undesignated 
intermediate points, inasmuch as Alle¬ 
gheny’s best authority is more than 50 
percent circuitous compared to its com¬ 
petitor’s (Delta) best authority. 16 In the 
Indianapolis-Nashville market, Ozark's 
best authority is one-stop; since Ozark 
does not provide any service in the mar¬ 
ket, the guidelines call for Allegheny to 
receive one intermediate stop more than 
Ozark’s one-stop authority, i.e., two-stop 
authority as proposed in the Order to 
Show Cause. 10 However, inasmuch as 
Ozark is willing to accept without objec¬ 
tions the grant of unrestricted one-stop 
authority to Allegheny, we will modify 
Allegheny’s certificate to so provide.* * 7 


» Southern's participation In the market 
is nine percent, Allegheny asserts. 

“American and Bran iff have turnaround 
authority; Piedmont is lcng-haul restricted. 

“Order E-25387 (July 7, 1967). 

M To some extent a realignment proceeding 
such as this case requires the voluntary ad¬ 
justment of competing interests in order to 
effectuate its purposes. 

“ Order 73-10-24 at 9-10. 

* Id ., et 10. 

9 Id., at 9 and Appendix D. page 7. 

r As a practical matter, a one-stop restric¬ 
tion in the Indianapolis-Nashville market 
would result In, at best, two-stop Memphis- 
Indianapolis authority. Thus, it could be 
maintained that no further restriction is nec¬ 
essary in the latter market. However, we pre- 


Thus, our action maintains the status 
quo of one-stop authority, but removes 
the requirement of a specific intermedi¬ 
ate point. 

In returning to the authority as shaped 
by the guidelines, we do not mean to im¬ 
ply that the guidelines are rigid barriers 
to reason. Thus, absent objection, we 
found it desirable to go beyond the guide¬ 
lines in liberalizing Allegheny’s author¬ 
ity in order to provide the carrier with 
maximum flexibility which, in turn, can 
lead to a sounder pattern of operations, 
superior service, and a better financial 
return. However, given objections to the 
proposed liberalization, the requirement 
of showing need for deviation from the 
announced guidelines falls upon the car¬ 
rier seeking the improved authority, 
namely Allegheny. In these two in¬ 
stances, we find no compelling need for 
a departure. 18 

Southern’s request for reimposition of 
the long-haul restriction in the Mem- 
phis-Nashvillc market stands on differ¬ 
ent ground. The Board has not devel¬ 
oped any guidelines in this case—or in 
other realignment cases—with re*spect to 
such restrictions, and thus each instance 
is considered on an ad hoc basis. Here, 
the Board originally proposed not to 
alter existing competitive relationships 
in the Memphis-Nashville market. We 
later removed the long-haul restriction 
at Allegheny’s request, simply in light of 
the lack of objection by any party, con¬ 
sistent with our handling of other such 
Allegheny requests. On reconsideration, 
we find that the better course is to re¬ 
tain Allegheny’s long-haul restriction 
since Southern has opposed its removal. 16 

The Louisville-Cleveland Market 

American seeks reconsideration of the 
one-stop authority granted Allegheny in 
this market, asserting that service over 
Dayton, made possible for the first time 
by Order 74-8-28 because of the removal 


fer to* Impose restrictions In both markets 
for clar.ty in the certificate, as well as a re¬ 
luctance on our part to impose restrictions 
In one market for the purpose of affecting 
another market. 

“Allegheny's participation In the Mcm- 
phis-Indlanapolis market has been de mini - 
wilt, as Delta points out. However, one-stop 
authority over NashvlUe would give Alle¬ 
gheny, for the first time, a usable route to 
penetrate the market directly. In the In¬ 
diana polls-Nashville market, the previously 
proposed nonstop authority would put Alle¬ 
gheny ahead of Ozark In terms of authority. 
We have no ba«ds In this record for altering 
competitive relationships where objections 
are filed. 

»C/., Piedmont Aviation, Inc. Route Re¬ 
alignment, Order 73-7-22 (July 6, 1973) at 
3 , where "meaningful existing long-haul re¬ 
strictions have, for the most part, been re¬ 
tained.” Among the retained restrictions was 
Piedmont’s long-haul restriction in the Mem- 
phls-Nashvflle market. Our action herein is 
consistent with the Piedmont realignment in 
maintaining existing competitive relation¬ 
ships in thf. market. In any event, neither 
Allegheny nor any other carrier presently 
offers turnaround service in the market, and 
therefore the retention of the restriction does 
not pose any hardship on the carrier. 


of a one-stop restriction in the Louis- 
ville-Dayton market, provides Allegheny 
with a strong hub intermediate point 
with virtually no circuity which will di¬ 
vert traffic from American’s nonstop 
services in the Cleveland-Louisville mar¬ 
ket. It further asserts that Allegheny 
one-stop operations are not needed, 
pointing out that American currently 
offers two northbound and three south¬ 
bound frequencies between Louisville and 
Cleveland. American suggests a condition 
prohibiting the use of Dayton as an in¬ 
termediate stop. Allegheny answers that 
American has not previously objected to 
one-stop rights for Allegheny via an 
undesignated intermediate; that as a 
practical matter Dayton is the only logi¬ 
cal intermediate between Louisville and 
Cleveland, although a few other viable 
routings are available; 80 that as long as 
American’s nonstop service remains ade¬ 
quate. Allegheny’s one-stop operations 
via Dayton—or any other intermediate- 
will pose no serious threat to American; 
and that further restriction in this 
major market could seriously hamper 
Allegheny by impinging upon its oper¬ 
ating flexibility. 

It is clear that the removal of the one- 
stop restriction in the Louisvllle-Dayton 
market, while warranted and not op¬ 
posed per se by any party, would per¬ 
mit Louisville-Cleveland operations over 
Dayton which, as AUegheny admits, is 
a highly logical pattern of operations. 
This could have an adverse impact upon 
American’s services. Strict adherence to 
our guidelines, particularly the guideline 
with respect to circuity,* 1 would call for 
unrestricted one-stop authority for AUe¬ 
gheny, as proposed. However, we have 
also noted that the “retention of a named 
intermediate is ordinarily required only 
when the elimination of the named in¬ 
termediate will also eliminate substantial 
circuity and thus provide the local serv¬ 
ice carrier with a significant practical 
improvement in its authority.”* 2 Obvi¬ 
ously, this situation falls between the 
cracks. Thus, given American’s objec¬ 
tions and the borderline circuity of Alle¬ 
gheny’s pre-existing authority via Pitts¬ 
burgh (45 percent), we believe that the 
circuity guideline should be flexibly ap¬ 
plied in this instance, since it is apparent 
that the elimination of Pittsburgh as a 
named intermediate will provide Alle¬ 
gheny “with a significant practical im¬ 
provement in its authority." 

However, we do not favor the reim¬ 
position of Pittsburgh as an intermediate 
since, as Allegheny states, there are 
other viable routings (to which Amer¬ 
ican does not object) and since our re¬ 
alignment program inherently contains 


9 Allegheny’s existing best authority be¬ 
tween Louisville and Cleveland requires • 
stop at Pittsburgh. The circuity of this route 
is 45 percent compared to nonstop distance. 
Allegheny thus asserts that the grant of an 
undesignated intermediate point Is consist¬ 
ent with the guidelines for realignment pro¬ 
posed for this case. 

« Order 73-10-24 at 10. 

» Order 74-8-28 at 6, footnote 14. 
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a strong presumption against maintain¬ 
ing mandatory stops at specific points. 23 
Nor do we view it appropriate to restrict 
Louisville-Dayton authority in order to 
protect a carrier in a different market. 
Thus, the only available alternative, 
given the circumstances, is to preclude 
the use of Dayton as a single intermedi¬ 
ate point while allowing Allegheny to 
pursue schedule flexibility by using other, 
unnamed points as intermediate stops. 
Accordingly, we find it in the public in¬ 
terest that Allegheny’s certificate should 
be amended to add the following restric¬ 
tion to condition 4 of Allegheny’s cer¬ 
tificate with respect to Cleveland-Louis¬ 
ville authority: “May not serve Dayton, 
Ohio, as an intermediate point on one- 
stop flights.” 

The Norfolk-Boston Market 

Piedmont once again renews its argu¬ 
ments that Allegheny should not be 
granted nonstop authority in this market, 
relying in essence upon the proposition 
that the “Board in Order 74-8-28 has 
cut off the possibility that Piedmont 
can provide Norfolk-Boston service at 
some time in the reasonably foreseeable 
future.” Petition at 6. It seeks reimposi¬ 
tion of a one-stop restriction and ulti¬ 
mately, a comparative hearing which it 
asserts is required by the principles of 
Ashbacker Radio Corp. v. F.C.C., 325 
U S. 327 (1945). Further, it asserts that 
the Board has failed to adequately ex¬ 
plicate its departure in this instance 
from the guideline which calls for one 
intermediate stop more than the com¬ 
petitor’s best authority in situations 
where the competitor is authorized but 
does not provide service in the market/ 1 

The Peninsula Airport Commission has 
filed an answer in support of Piedmont’s 
petition. PAC urges that it would be in¬ 
equitable to the community to award 
Allegheny nonstop authority in the Nor¬ 
folk-Boston market while limiting its 
Newport News-Boston authority to one- 
stop. While Norfolk and Newport News 
are separate and distinct metropolitan 
areas, PAC asserts, the latter’s ability to 
attract adequate service depends upon 
carriers having equal authority at both 
points. The Board’s proposed realign¬ 
ment would alter this balance and thus 
reimposition of one-stop authority is re¬ 
quired or, preferably, a hearing should 
be held which would consider authority 
for both points contemporaneously. 

Allegheny, in reply, states that re¬ 
moval of the existing one-stop restric¬ 
tion was consistent with the Board’s 
route realignment guidelines since Na¬ 
tional, the incumbent carrier, did not 
object, since Allegheny holds a very di¬ 
rect routing over Philadelphia, and 
since it is the only carrier serving the 
market. On the other hand, Allegheny 
asserts, Piedmont does not serve Boston 
and is not a factor In the market, par¬ 
ticipating only to the extent of 1.1 per- 


* Order 74-8-28 at 6. 

31 Order 73-10-24 at 9. National has non¬ 
stop authority in the Norfolk-Boston market 
hut does not exercise it. 


cent of the market RPM’s. Finally, Al¬ 
legheny says that Ashbacker is inappli¬ 
cable since Piedmont is not an applicant 
for Norfolk-Boston authority and since 
grant of such authority to Piedmont 
would be precluded as an economic fact. 

We will deny Piedmont’s request. As 
we noted in Order 74-8-28. Piedmont 
has not shown a cognizable stake in the 
market—it has no present authority, no 
application for authority and its partici¬ 
pation by connecting flights is de mini - 
mis. In our view an undefined, general 
interest in possible future growth into 
new markets is insufficient to establish 
a nexus of interest substantial enough 
either economically or procedurally to 
warrant comparative consideration. This 
is particularly the case in proceedings 
where the only issue is the modification 
of existing authority of a carrier which, 
for all practical purposes, provides mo¬ 
nopoly service in the markets The 
change from one-stop to nonstop author¬ 
ity for Allegheny simply does not give rise 
to the type of economic exclusivity which 
might, as a matter of economic fact, ef¬ 
fectively preclude the possible entry of 
Piedmont into the market at some future 
datae—as contrasted to the effect of pre¬ 
existing circumstances upon the chances 
for such entry. Accordingly, we reject 
the suggestion that the Ashbacker doc¬ 
trine has any applicability to this in¬ 
stance . M Moreover, Piedmont is even 
less qualified to raise objections than 
was North Central with respect to the 
Philadelphia-Cincinnati/Columbus/Day- 
ton markets, involving an ongoing in¬ 
vestigation wherein North Central is an 
applicant for nonstop authority. We re¬ 
jected North Central’s claim for restric¬ 
tions on Allegheny’s authority—Order 
74-8-28 at 9-10—and also reject Pied¬ 
mont’s claim here, for the same reasons. 77 

The Peninsula Airport Commission’s 
argument that the proximity of Newport 
News to Norfolk requires that stop re¬ 
strictions between Boston and Norfolk 
be identical with those in the Boston- 
Newport News market is simply a varia¬ 
tion of arguments previously raised by 
Piedmont with respect to Newport News- 
Cincinnati/Memphis/Nashville in an¬ 
swer to the show cause order. Despite 
representations to the contrary, it is 
clear that the Commission’s position de¬ 
pends In essence upon the proposition 


* Allegheny Is the sole single-plane carrier 
In the market and carries approximately 98 
percent of the on-line passengers between 
Boston and Norfolk. 

*• Piedmont's claim that the Board has 
somehow departed from long-established 
policy In liberalizing Allegheny’s authority In 
this market Is without foundation. As we ex¬ 
plained earlier, the guidelines are not rigid 
barriers to reason. Where, as here, there is 
no reasonable objection by an affected car¬ 
rier for going beyond the guidelines, we have 
consistently done so, not only here but In 
previous route realignment proceedings as 
well. 

The Board has considered and uniformly 
disposed of similar claims since the inception 
of the current local service carrier route 
realignment program. See, for example, 
Hughes Air west. Route Realignment. Order 
72-9-58 (September 14, 1972), at 4-5. 


that service to Norfolk is service to New¬ 
port News. As we noted in Order 74-8-28 
(at 8), there is no authority and nothing 
in the record to substantiate that propo¬ 
sition, and we therefore find that the 
relief sought by the Commission should 
be denied. In any event as Allegheny 
points out in its reply to the Commis¬ 
sion’s answer, the Board’s action herein 
is no bar to a later and separate proceed¬ 
ing involving Newport News, should an 
application for nonstop authority in the 
Boston market be filed. No such applica¬ 
tion is pending at this time. 

The North Central Markets 

North Central’s petition for reconsid¬ 
eration of Order 74-8-28 restates its 
previously heard argument that Alle¬ 
gheny’s authority should not be improved 
in nine markets m without the same im¬ 
provements being made in North Cen¬ 
tral’s route 86 realignment proceeding 
(see Order 74-7-63 (July 16, 1974)). Its 
bid for equivalent authority is grounded 
upon what it perceives to be the require¬ 
ments of the Ashbacker doctrine for com¬ 
parative consideration of competing, 
mutually exclusive applications at a 
hearing. North Central argues that the 
Board’s reasoning previously rejecting 
its suggestion that the Board should 
impose specific mandatory stop restric¬ 
tions upon Allegheny (see Order 74-8-28 
at 6) is erroneous since North Central’s 
willingness to live with specific named 
intermediate points in these markets in 
its own realigned certificate (in acquies¬ 
cence to objections by Allegheny) was 
based upon Allegheny’s preexisting au¬ 
thority rather than the new authority 
as proposed in this proceeding. 

Allegheny answers that its existing 
authority in each of the nine markets is 
far more direct than North Central’s 
existing authority and that realignment 
as proposed would result in only minor 
improvements, in terms of circuitry. 50 
On the other hand, it says, the grant of 
eqiuvalent authority to North Central 
would give that carrier authority su¬ 
perior to Allegheny's after realignment, 
in terms of circuitry. Thus, Allegheny 
argues that there are substantial reasons 
for modifying its certificate as proposed. 

Upon reconsideration, the Board has 
decided to reject North Central’s request 
for reimposition of specific mandatory 
stop restrictions in Allegheny’s certifi¬ 
cate. North Central has not raised any 
new facts or arguments not previously 
considered and dealt with by the Board 
(Order 74-8-28 at 6). Moreover, its as¬ 
sertion that the Board’s reasoning was 
faulty is premised upon the erroneous 
supposition that we relied upon North 
Central’s acquiescence to Allegheny’s 


« Chicago - Cincinnati - Columbus - Day- 
ton; Grand Raplds-New York-Columbus- 
Dayton; South Bend-New York-Columbus- 
Dayton. 

»It points out that as a practical matter 
Its circuity will improve only In the three 
markets where nonstop authority is contem¬ 
plated (Grand Raplds-Dayton and South 
Bend-Col umbus/Dayton) 
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obejettons in the North Central realign¬ 
ment proceeding as the dispositive fac¬ 
tor in rejecting its arguments here. But, 
we pointed out in Order 74-8-28 that 
the amendment of Allegheny’s authority 
in these nine markets proceeds upon its 
own merits in light of the carrier’s 
route structure, and the dissimilarity of 
North Central’s route structure, and 
“North Central’s own acquiescene is un¬ 
related logically and procedurally to the 
public interest criteria we have employed 
to realign Allegheny’s system” (at 6). 
Thus, we see no inevitable nexus be¬ 
tween the proposed realignments of 
North Central and Allegheny in these 
markets such as would necessarily re¬ 
quire equivalent authority for both car¬ 
riers, or a comparative hearing. 

Finally, we note that North Central 
has sought authority equivalent to Alle¬ 
gheny’s by amendment of its own re¬ 
alignment requests in Docket 25706, as 
we suggested it was free to do in Order 
74-8-28 (at 6). We remain of the con¬ 
viction that the proper forum for North 
Central’s arguments is its own realign¬ 
ment proceeding. We will consider its 
requests therein on their merits. In this 
connection, it should be clear that noth¬ 
ing we have said herein reflects in any 
way upon what the Board may find 
to be in the public interest in that 
proceeding. 

The Norfolk-Pittsburgh Market 

Allegheny requests that the Board 
modify the two-stop restriction imposed 
in this market by authorizing unrestric¬ 
ted one-stop service or, at worst, by 
authorizing one-stop operations over 
Philadelphia, which is its current best 
authority. It asserts that such modifi¬ 
cation would be consistent with the 
guidelines for realignment in this case, 
that although United has objected to 
nonstop rights it has not opposed one- 
stop authority (requested previously by 
Allegheny as an alternative to nonstop 
rights), and that Allegheny has carried 
most of the on-line traffic in the market 
in recent years (95 percent in 1973). The 
Norfolk Port and Industrial Authority 
requests that the Board not deny Alle¬ 
gheny the one-stop routing over Phila¬ 
delphia, which that carrier may now 
operate, in the realigned certificate. Both 
parties aver that the imposition of the 
two-stop restriction must have been in¬ 
advertent inasmuch as it was not specifi¬ 
cally discussed in the Board’s order. 

To begin with, it is not the case that 
the Board failed to consider this market 
simply because we did not specifically 
discuss it in the text of our order 
amending Allegheny’s certificate (Order 
74-8-28 >. Because of the numerous 
markets involved in this proceeding, we 
have not. from the beginning, specifi¬ 
cally addressed every market in conten¬ 
tion (see Order 73-10-24 at 6, footnote 
10), relying instead upon the attached 
appendices and certificate to show our 
disposition of the various contentions to 
the extent not textually discussed. A 
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careful reading of Order 74-8-28 will 
show that we did in fact consider the 
Norfolk-Pittsburgh two-stop restric¬ 
tion. 90 

Upon careful consideration of this 
market’s characteristics and the argu¬ 
ments of the parties, we have decided 
to grant Allegheny’s request for unre¬ 
stricted one-stop authority in the Nor¬ 
folk-Pittsburgh market. As Allegheny 
and the NPIA have noted, this step is 
consistent with our established guide¬ 
lines for realignment in this case, i.e., 
the presumption favoring removal of spe¬ 
cific mandatory intermediate stops, the 
requirement of one more stop than the 
best competitive service, 11 and the prem¬ 
ise that, in general, realigned authority 
will not be made inferior to existing au¬ 
thority. Moreover, Allegheny has tradi¬ 
tionally been a major carrier in the 
market, and we see no reason to reduce 
its authority and thereby alter existing 
competitive relationships substantially 
and deprive the traveling public of Alle¬ 
gheny's services. While United has op¬ 
posed the grant of nonstop authority 
previously requested by Allegheny, it has 
not objected to one-stop rights (Alle¬ 
gheny’s fail-back request), nor has it 
sought a reduction of Allegheny’s exist¬ 
ing authority in the market, namely one- 
stop over Philadelphia. 

While we could of course specify Phil¬ 
adelphia as a mandatory stop, thus 
maintaining the status quo, we are reluc¬ 
tant to do so in light of the objectives 
of scheduling flexibility and service im¬ 
provement inherent in the route re¬ 
alignment program. In any event, it does 
not appear that any cognizable competi¬ 
tive considerations compel such a result. 
The Philadelphia circuity is 45 per¬ 
cent; 95 however, in terms of traffic gen¬ 
eration, Philadelphia will still be the 
strongest intermediate point available to 
Allegheny. Thus, the grant of unre¬ 
stricted one-stop authority would not 
measurably improve Allegheny’s author¬ 
ity in this market, but would merely give 
it additional weaker intermediate points, 
such as Harrisburg, over which it could 
satisfy its one-stop requirement. This 
makes it unlikely that the minor lib¬ 
eralization we are granting here will im¬ 
pact adversely upon United or any other 
carrier in the market." Accordingly, the 
Board finds that it is in the public in¬ 
terest to grant Allegheny unrestricted 
one-stop authority in the Norfolk-Pitts¬ 
burgh market. 

Other Matters 

The realignment of Allegheny’s certifi¬ 
cate as effectuated in Docket 24576 ren- 


®»See Order 74-8-28 at 3 (footnote 8) and 
Appendix B. 

« United presently serves the market with 
one nonstop round trip dally. 

38 Allegheny claims 49.5 percent. 

»Similar considerations prompted us to 
remove Buffalo as a mandatory Intermediate 
stop In certain Minneapolis-east markets, 
see Order 74-8-28 at 5-6. 


ders moot a number of outstanding ap¬ 
plications by Allegheny and its prede¬ 
cessors (Lake Central and Mohawk) for 
various amendments to their route au¬ 
thority. These applications are contained 
in the following dockets: 17439. 18155, 
20843, 23013, and 23037. As a house¬ 
keeping measure, therefore, we are here¬ 
by dismissing the applications in those 
dockets. Also, Olean, New York, w r as de¬ 
leted effective August 26, 1974, by Or¬ 
der 74-5-111 (May 23, 1974) and 74-7- 
109 (July 24, 1974). We will alter Alle¬ 
gheny’s certificate to reflect this fact. We 
find that no further license fee pursu¬ 
ant to section 389.25 of the Organization 
Regulations will be required as a result of 
any changes in authority made by this 
order. 

Accordingly , it is ordered, That : 1. The 
petitions for reconsideration in Docket 
24576 of Allegheny Airlines, Inc., Amer¬ 
ican Airlines, Inc., Delta Air Lines, Inc., 
the Norfolk Port and Industrial Author¬ 
ity, Ozark Air Lines, Inc., and Southern 
Airways, Inc., be and they hereby are 
granted; 

2. The petitions for reconsideration in 
Docket 24576 of North Central Airlines, 
Inc., and Piedmont Aviation, Inc., be and 
they hereby are denied; 

3. The findings and conclusions set 
forth in Order 74-8-28 (August 8, 1974), 
as modified herein, be and they hereby 
are reaffirmed; 

4. An amended certificate of public 
convenience and necessity for route 97 
in the form attached hereto 94 be issued 
to Allegheny Airlines, Inc.; 

5. Such certificate shall be signed on 
behalf of the Board by its Secretary, shall 
have affixed thereto the seal of the Board, 
and shall be effective on October 11,1974: 
Provided, however , That prior to the date 
on which this amended certificate would 
otherwise become effective, the Board on 
its own motion may by order or orders 
extend such effective date from time to 
time; 

6. The motion of Allegheny Airlines, 
Inc. for leave to file an unauthorized 
reply be and it hereby is granted; 

7. Except to the extent granted herein 
all applications, requests, and motions 
involved in Docket 24576 be and they 
hereby are denied; 

8. The applications in Dockets 17439, 
18155, 20843, 23013, and 23037 be and 
they hereby are dismissed as moot; and 

9. A copy of this order shall be served 
upon the parties listed in Appendix B. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal] Edwin Z. Holland, 

Secretary. 


»* Text of certificate is filed as part of the 
original document. 
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APPENDrc A.— Markets in which objection* hare been filed 
and authority granted in light of objection» 


Objecting party 

Market 

Stop authority 

Proposed Granted 

Allegheny* 

Norfolk Port 
and IndusUial 
Authority. 

Norfolk- 

1’ittsborgh. 

2 

1 

American... 

Cloveland- 
Loiiis. tile. 

1 

»1 

Delta. 

Indianapolis- 
Memphis. 
Grand ltapids- 
Columbus* 

I 

2 

North Central.... 

1 

1 


Dayton.. 

0 

0 


New York_ 

1 

1 


South Bend- 
Coinmbus. 

0 

0 


Dayton. 

0 

0 


New York_ 

l 

1 


Chicago- 

Cincinnaii. 

1 

1 


Colu n thus. 

1 

1 


Dayton- 

Indianapolis- 

Nashviile. 

1 

1 

Oxark.... 

0 

1 

Piedmont-... 

Boston- 

Norfolk. 

0 

0 

Southern. 

Mcmphis- 

NashviUe. 

0 

>0 


‘ Except Dayton. 

* Lour haul restriction. 

Appendix B —Allegheny Route 
Realignment Service List 

This order Is being served on the following: 

Edwin I. Colodny, Esq. 

Allegheny Airlines, Inc. 

Washington. D.C. 20001 
Alfred V. J. Prather. Esq. 

Counsel for American Airlines, Inc. 

Prather, Levenberg, Seeger, Doolittle, Farmer 
& Ewing 

1101 Sixteenth Street, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20036 
William D. Stewart, Jr. 

Secretary. American Airlines, Inc. 

C33 Third Avenue 

New York. New York 10017 

B. Howell Hill, Esq. 

Bran iff Airways, Inc. 

Arnold & Porter 
1229 19th Street. N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20036 
Lee M. Hydeman, Esq. 

Hydeman & Mason 

Counsel for Continental Air Lines. Inc. 

1225 19th Street, N.W 
Washington, D.C. 20036 
James W. Calllson, Esq. 

Assistant Vice President—Law 
Delta Air Lines, Inc. 

Hartsfleld-Atlanta International Airport 
Atlanta, Georgia 30320 
Dwight D. Taylor 

Senior Vice President, Public Affairs 
Eastern Air Lines. Inc. 

10 Rockefeller Plaza 

New York, New York 10020 

Andrew T. A. MacDonald, Esq. 

Counsel for National Airlines, Inc. 

Wllmer, Cutler A Pickering 
900 17th Street, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20006 
Raymond J. Rasenberger, Esq. 

Counsel for North Central Airlines, Inc. 
Zuckert, Scoutt and Rasenberger 
Suite 1104 

888 17th Street, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20006 
James M. Verner, Esq. 

Council for Northwest Airlines, Inc. 

\ erner, Liipfert, Bernhard & McPherson 
Suite 1100 
1660 L Street, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20036 


M. J. Lapensky 

Vice President—Economic Planning 
Northwest Airlines. Inc. 

MInneapolis-St. Paul International Airport 
St. Paul. Minnesota 55111 
Thom G. Field, Esq. 

Counsel for Ozark Air Lines, Inc. 

Neale, Newmann, Bradshaw & Freeman 
705 Woodruff Building 
Springfield. Missouri 
Edward J. Crane, President 
Ozark Air Lines, Inc. 

Lambert-St. Louis International Airport 

St. Louis, Missouri 

William V. Costello 

Staff Vice President 

Regulatory Affairs 

Eastern Air Lines. Inc. 

1030 Fifteenth Street. N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20005 
David N. Brictson, Esq. 

Associate General Counsel 
Frontier Airlines 
8250 Smith Road 
Denver, Colorado 80207 


Cecil A. Beasley, Jr., Esq. 

Counsel for Southern Airways, Inc. 

Ballard Sc Beasley 

912 American Security Building 

730 15th Street, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20005 
John W. Simpson, Esq. 

Counsel for Piedmont Aviation, Inc. 

Koteen & Burt 

1000 Vermont Avenue. N.W, 

Washington, D.C. 20005 
Emory N. Ellis, Jr., Esq. 

Counsel for Texas International 
Fulbrlght, Crooker, Freeman, Bates & 
Jaworskl 

Washington, D.C. 20036 
Raymond R. Fletcher, Jr., Esq. 

Vice President-General Counsel 
Trans World Airlines 
605 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 
Henry M. de Butts, Esq. 

Vice President-Regulatory Affairs 

Western Air Lines 

P.O. Box 92005 

World Way Postal Center 

Los Angeles, California 90009 

E. O. Fennell. Esq. 

Senior Vice President-Law 
United Air Lines 
P.O. Box 66100 
Chicago, Illinois 60666 

THE MAYORS OP 


Akron. Ohio 
Albany, N.Y. 
Allentown, Pa. 
Altoona, Pa. 
Anderson. Ind. 
Atlantic City, N.J. 
Baltimore, Md. 
Bellefonte, Pa. 
Bethlehem, Pa. 
Binghamton, N.Y. 
Bloomington, Ind. 
Boston. Mass. 
Bradford, Pa. 
Bridgeport, Conn. 
Buffalo, N.Y. 
Burlington, Vt. 
Cape May, N.J. 
Canton, Ohio 
Cambridge, Ohio 
Camden. N-J. 
Charleston. W. Va. 
Chesapeake, Va. 
Chicago, Ill. 
Cincinnati, Ohio 
Clarksburg. W. Va. 
Clearfield, Pa. 
Cleveland, Ohio 


Columbus. Ohio 
Corning, N.Y. 
Cortland, N.Y. 
Danville, Ill. 

Dayton. Ohio 
Detroit, Mich. 
DuBols. Pa. 

Eastern, Pa. 

Elkins. W. Va. 
Endicott, N.Y. 
Elmira. N.Y 
Erie, Pa. 

Evansville, Ind. 
Fairmont, W. Va. 
Franklin, Pa. 

Glens Falls. N.Y. 
Grand Rapids. Mich. 
Groton, Conn. 
Hagerstown, Md. 
Harrisburg. Pa. 
Hartford, Conn. 
Hampton, Va. 
Hazleton, Pa. 
Huntington, W. Va. 
Indianapolis, Ind. 
Islip, N.Y. 

Ithica, N.Y. 


Jamestown, N.Y. 
Johnson City, N.Y. 
Johnstown, Pa. 
Kalamazoo, Mich. 
Keene. NJH. 
Kokomo, Ind. 
Lafayette, Ind. 

Lake Plajcld, N.Y. 
Lancaster, Pa. 
Lexington. Ky, 
Lima. Ohio 
Logansport. Ind. 
Louisville, Ky. 
Martinsburg, W. Va. 
Mansfield, Ohio 
Marietta, Ohio 
Massena.N Y. 
Memphis, Tenn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Morgantown. W. Va. 
Muncle, Ind. 
Nashville. Tenn. 
Newark, N.J. 

New Castle, Ind. 
New Haven. Conn. 
New London, Conn. 
Newport News, Va. 
New York, N.Y. 
Niagara Falls, N.Y. 
Norfolk, Va. 
Ogdensburg, N.Y. 
Oil Cl tv. Pa. 

Olean. N.Y. 
Parkersburg, W. Va. 
Peru. Ind. 
Philadelphia. Pa. 
Phlllipsburg, Pa. 


Pittsburgh. Pa. 
Plattsburgh. N.Y. 
Portsmouth, Va. 
Poughkeepsie, N.Y. 
Providence, R J. 
Reading, Pa. 
Rochester, N.Y. 
Rutland. Vt. 

Rome, N.Y. 

St. Louis. Mo. 
Salisbury, Md. 
Sandusky, Ohio 
Saranac Lake, N.Y. 
Scranton, Pa. 

South Bend, Ind. 
St. Paul. Minn. 
Springfield, Mass. 
State College, Pa. 
Syracuse. N.Y. 
Terre Haute. Ind. 
Toledo, Ohio 
Trenton, N.J. 

Utica, N.Y. 

Virginia Beach, Va. 
Washington, D.C. 
Watertown, N.Y. 
Wheeling, Pa. 
White Plains, N.Y. 
Wilkes-Barre, Pa. 
Williamsburg. Va. 
Williamsport, Pa. 
Wilmington, Del. 
Worcester, Mass. 
Youngstown, Ohio 
York. Pa. 

York town, Ohio 
Zanesville, Ohio 


THE GOVERNORS OF 


Connecticut 

Delaware 

Kentucky 

Maryland 

Massachusetts 

Illinois 

Indiana 

Ohio 

Pennsylvania 

Tennessee 


Michigan 
Minnesota 
Missouri 
New Hampshire 
New Jersey 
New York 

Vermont 
Virginia 
Wect Virginia 


Connecticut Department of Transportation 
Bureau of Aeronautics 
60 Washington Street 
Hartford, Connecticut 06115 


Delaware Aeronautics Section 
Division of Transportation 
Department of Highways & Transportation 
Highway Administration Building 
Box 778 

Dover, Delaware 19901 


Kentucky Department of Aeronautics 
Old Capital Annex 
Frankfort. Kentucky 40601 
Maryland State Aviation Administration 
Department of Transportation 
Friendship International Airport 
Box 8755 

Baltimore, Maryland 21240 
New Hampshire Aeronautics Commission 
Municipal Airport 
Concord, New Hampshire 03301 
New Jersey Department of Transportation 
Division of Aeronautics 
103.5 Parkway Avenue 
Trenton. New Jersey 08625 
New *'ork State Department of 
Transportation 

Air Technical Assistance Section 
1220 Washington Avenue 
Albany, New York 12226 
Ohio Department of Commerce 
Division of Aviation 
University Airport 
3130 Case Road 
Columbus. Ohio 43220 


Pennsylvania Department of Transportation 
Bureau of Aviation 
Harrisburg State Airport 
New Cumberland, Pa. 17070 
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Massachusetts Aeronautics Commission 

Boston-Logan Airport 

East Boston. Massachusetts 02128 

Indiana Aeronautics Commission 

100 N. Senate Avenue 

Indianapolis. Indiana 46204 

Michigan Aeronautics Commission 

Department of Commerce 

Capital City Airport 

Lansing. Michigan 48906 

Minnesota Department of Aeronautics 

St. Paul Downtown Airport 

(Holman Field) 

Administration Building 

St. Paul. Minnesota 55107 

Missouri Division of Commerce & Industrial 

Development 
Aviation Section 
Jefferson Building 
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101 
Tennessee Aeronautics Commission 
Box 3557 
Airport Station 
Nashville, Tennessee 37217 
Vermont Aeronautics Board 
State House 

Montpelier. Vermont 05602 

Virginia State Corporation Commission 

Division of Aeronautics 

4508 S. Laburnum Avenue 

Box 7716 

Richmond. Virginia 23231 

West Virginia State Aeronautics Commission 

Kanawha Airport 

Charleston. West Virginia 25311 

Illinois Depa’-tment of Aeronautics 

Capital Airport 

Springfield, Illinois 62705 

(FR Doc.74-24058 Filed 10-15^74:8:45 am) 


|Docket 25280: Order 74-10-54] 

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order Relating to Specific Commodity 
Rates 

October 9, 1974. 

Issued under delegated authority, Oc¬ 
tober 9, 1974. 

Agreements have been filed with the 
Board pursuant to section 412(a) of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act) 
and Part 261 of the Board’s Economic 
Regulations between various air car¬ 
riers. foreign air carriers, and other car¬ 
riers embodied in the resolutions of the 
Joint Traffic Conferences of the Inter¬ 
national Air Transport Association 
(LATA), and adopted pursuant to the 
provisions of resolution 590 dealing with 
specific commodity rates. 

The agreements name additional 
specific commodity rates as set forth 
below, reflecting reductions from gen¬ 
eral cargo rates: and were adopted pur¬ 
suant to unprotested notices to the car¬ 
riers and promulgated in IATA letters 
dated October 1,1974. 


Agree- Specific 

ment, commodity Description and rate 
C.A.B.- item No. 


246S5 0007N Fresh fruits and vegetables i 
06 wilts per kilogram, min¬ 
imum weight 200 kgs. From 
Los Angelos to Okinawa. 

24086 0006 Foodstuffs, spices, and bever¬ 

ages, N.E.8. 43 cents per 
kilogram, minimum weight 
500 kps. From Guam to 
Okinawa. 


» See tariffs for complete commodity item description. 


Pursuant to authority duly delegated 
by the B oard in the Board’s regulations. 
14 CFR 385.14, it is not found that the 
subject agreements are adverse to the 
public interest or in violation of the 
Act, provided that approval is subject to 
the conditions hereinafter ordered. 

Accordingly , it is ordered that: Agree¬ 
ment C.A.B. 24685 and Agreement C.A.B. 
24686 are approved, provided that ap¬ 
proval shall not constitute approval of 
the specific commodity descriptions 
contained therein for purposes of tariff 
publications; provided further that 
tariff filings shall be marked to become 
effective on not less than 30 days’ notice 
from the date of filing. 

Persons entitled to petition the 
Board for review of this order, pursuant 
to the Board’s regulations, 14 CFR 385.50, 
may file such petitions within ten days 
after the date of service of this order. 

This order shall be effective and be¬ 
come the action of the Civil Aeronautics 
Board upon expiration of the above 
period, unless within such period a peti¬ 
tion for review thereof is filed or the 
Board gives notice that it will review this 
order on its own motion. 

This order will be published in the 

Federal Register. 

[seal] Edwin Z. Holland, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-24057 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 


(Docket 25513; Order 74-10-44] 

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order Relating to Passenger Fare Matters 
October 8, 1974. 

Issued under delegated authority, 
October 8.1974. 

An agreement has been filed with the 
Board pursuant to section 412(a) of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act) 
and Part 261 of the Board’s Economics 
Regulations between various air carriers, 
foreign air carriers and other carriers 
embodied in the resolutions of the Traffic 
Conferences of the International Air 
Transport Association (IATA). The 
agreement was adopted at the North/Mid 
Atlantic Traffic Conference held in Mon- 
treux during August, 1974. 

The agreement involves technical 
amendments to certain Canadian pro¬ 
portionals used in constructing through 
fares between Canada and Europe, and 
would also affect Detroit due to that 
city’s proximity to Windsor. The agree¬ 
ment would allow Detroit-Europe rout¬ 
ings via Washington, D.C. at no added 
charge, notwithstanding the higher in¬ 
termediate fares at Washington, since 
Detroit fares have been held to the 
Windsor levels and all Canadian points 
were excluded from the general east- 
bound fare increase effective August 1, 
1974. 

Pursuant to authority duly delegated 
by the Board in the Board's regulations, 
14 CFR 385.14, it is not found that the 
following resolutons. which are incorpo¬ 
rated in Agreement C.A.B. 24639 as indi¬ 
cated, are adverse to the public interest 
or in violation of the Act: 


Agree¬ 

ment, 

C.A.B. 

IATA 

No. 

Title 

Appli¬ 

cation 

24639: 




R-l. 

. 015(i) 

North Atlantic Pro¬ 

H 


portional Faras- 
North American- 
Expedited 
(Amending). 



K 2 . 

. C150I) 

North Atlantic 

V 


Proportional 

Fares-North 
American- 
Expedited 
(Amending). 






Accordingly , it is ordered that: Agree¬ 
ment C.A.B. 24639 be and hereby is 
approved. 

Persons entitled to petition the Board 
for review of this order pur suant to the 
Board’s regulations, 14 CFR 385.50, may 
file such petitions within ten days after 
the date of service of this order. 

This order shall be effective and be¬ 
come the action of the Civil Aeronautics 
Board upon expiration of the above pe¬ 
riod, unless within such period a petition 
for review thereof is filed or the Board 
gives notice that it will review this order 
on its own motion. 

This order will be published in the 

Federal Register. 

[seal] Edwin Z. Holland, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-24056 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 ami 


(Docket 26856; Order 74-10-49] 

UNITED AIR LINES, INC. 

Order Regarding Expiration Date for 
Existing Discount Fares 

October 9, 1974. 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
on the 9th day of October 1974. 

By petition dated July 8, 1974. United 
Air Lines, Inc. (United) requests that 
the Board issue an order directing the 
carriers to show cause why an expiration 
date of December 8, 1974 should not be 
placed on all existing discount fares 
which are not now marked to expire. 

In support of its request, United alleges 
that one of the general policies adopted 
in Phase 5 (Discount Fares) of the Do¬ 
mestic Passenger-Fare Investigation 
(DPFI) was that “• • • promotional fare 
tariffs should contain expiration dates 
not to exceed 18 months from the effec¬ 
tive date * * V* The carrier states that 
the industry continues to publish the vast 
majority of its discount fares without 
expiration dates, none of which has been 
demonstrated to meet the profit impact 
test as required by the Phase 5 decision. 
Many of these discount fares will alleg¬ 
edly remain without expiration dates if 
implementation of the Board’s policy 
continues to be left to the carriers. An 
expiration date of December 8, 1974 is 
urged as providing the carriers ample 
opportunity to justify the fares. 

Answers in support of United’s petition 
have been filed by Eastern Air Lines, Inc. 

(Eastern) and Trans World Airlines, Inc. 

(TWA), while Allegheny Airlines, Inc. 
(Allegheny) and Frontier Airlines, Inc. 
(Frontier) have answered in opposition 
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to the request. 1 * * Allegheny alleges that 
United’s petition represents an unwar¬ 
ranted attempt to expand the effect of 
the Board's Phase 5 decision, which fo¬ 
cused upon only three major discount 
fares, and that other existing discount 
fares were not in issue. No evidence was 
submitted as to these fares, and the 
Board made no findings and conclusions 
with respect to them. Allegheny con¬ 
tends that an order directing an expiry 
date would be tantamount to suspension, 
and that such action is beyond the scope 
of the Board’s suspension powers. Fron¬ 
tier also contends that United misinter¬ 
prets the intent of the Phase 5 decision 
in claiming that that decision calls for 
the placement of expiration dates on pre- 
Phase 5 discount fares. It further con¬ 
tends that no facts have been presented 
for now requesting that minor pre-Phase 
5 discount fares be eliminated, and the 
low usage of those fares in Frontier's case 
does not warrant such action. 

In the Board’s opinion, it is wholly 
consistent with the essential rationale of 
our decision in Phase 5 of the DPFI to 
require an expiration date on all dis¬ 
count fares, including those existing at 
the time of that decision. There the 
Board determined that, as a general 
proposition, discount fares which do not 
meet the full cost of service burden the 
air transportation system in the long run 
and may be justified only as short term 
measures designed to combat short-run 
situations of unused capacity. To the ex¬ 
tent that the Discover America fares 
(which were otherwise found not unlaw¬ 
ful) would extend for an indefinite pe¬ 
riod into the future, the Board found 
that they would burden the normal fare 
paying passenger and therefore are un¬ 
just and unreasonable. Accordingly, the 
Board directed the carriers to mark their 
Discover America tariffs to expire no 
later than 18 months following the 
Board’s final decision. a 

While our Phase 5 decision was ap¬ 
plicable in terms only to the specific dis¬ 
count fares at issue in that case, its gen¬ 
eral principles and rationale cover all 
promotional fares. Accordingly, the 
Board tentatively finds that the discount 
fares hereinafter described are unjust 
and unreasonable to the extent that they 
apply for indefinite periods into the fu¬ 
ture, and that the tariffs embodying 
these fares should be marked so as to 
expire in accordance with the schedule 
hereinafter set forth. 

Allegheny and Frontier infer that the 
result of placing an expiry date on ex¬ 
isting discount fares will be their can¬ 
cellation. This misrepresents the intent 
of an expiration date, which is merely to 
provide for periodic reevaluation of 
whether or not a particular discount- 
fare program has proven profitable in 
the past and can be expected to continue 
so in the future. If such a demonstra¬ 


1 We will grant the motions of Frontier and 
TWA for leave to file late answers. 

* Order 72-12-18, December 5, 1972, pages 
51-59. 


tion cannot be made, it should expire. In 
essence, an expiry date on all discount 
fares accomplishes the continuing review 
of promotional programs which we would 
expect of prudent management in any 
event. By this order, the Board proposes 
that no later than January 1, 1975, the 
carriers will file tariff revisions placing 
expiration dates indicated below on all 
discount fares not now bearing an ex¬ 
piration date. Thereafter, the carriers 
would be free to propose and justify ex¬ 
tension of the fares for an additional 
period of no more than 18 months under 
the normal tariff filing procedure. 5 

The objectors also suggest that be¬ 
cause Phase 5 focused upon only three 
major discount fares and since no evi¬ 
dence was submitted with respect to 
other existing discount fares, it would 
be inappropriate to deal with these fares 
by means of a show cause proceeding. 
To the contrary, the issue involved here 
does not involve the economics of any 
fare, but rather a policy determination 
as to whether all such fares should bear 
an expiration date. That broad issue was 
the subject of our detailed findings in 
Phase 5 which were predicated in turn 
upon the extensive record in the DPFI. 
This being the case it is our tentative 
view that a hearing would serve no use¬ 
ful purpose. However, the Board will en¬ 
tertain arguments on this point. Those 
parties advocating the need for healing 
should detail the reasons therefor, and 
those facto they intend to develop in a 
hearing. 

Because of the administrative difficulty 
of simultaneously reviewing all discount 
fares not now bearing an expiration 
date, the Board proposes to follaw a 
phased approach. For this reason, and 
since we also believe it desirable to pro¬ 
vide for both objections and responses to 
this order, we conclude that the Decem¬ 
ber 8. 1974 expiration date proposed by 
United is not feasible. In lieu thereof, 
we propose that all group fares not now 
bearing expiration dates be marked to 
expire March 31, 1975; that all indi¬ 
vidual tour-basing fares not now bearing 
an expiration date be marked to expire 
June 30, 1975; and that all other indi¬ 
vidual discount fares not now bearing 
an expiration date be marked to expire 
September 30.1975. 4 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly 
sections 204, 403, and 404 thereof, 

It is ordered that: 1. All interested par¬ 
ties, and all scheduled certificated air 
carriers are hereby directed to show 
cause why the Board should not make 
final its tentative findings and conclu¬ 
sions herein and order the respective 


* W© believe it would be in the carriers* * 
best interest, in seeking extension of any or 

all of their discount fares beyond the indi¬ 
cated expiration dates, if they did not limit 
their filings to the 30-day statutory require¬ 

ment. 

4 Military leave, clergy, and children’s fares 

are excluded. 


carriers to place, no later than Jan¬ 
uary 1, 1975, the following expiration 
dates on discount fares not now bearing 
an expiration date applicable to air 
transportation of persons within the 48 
contiguous states and the District of 
Columbia: 

Expiration 

Type of discount fare: date (1975) 

(a) Group (tour-basing Mar. 31. 

and non-tour bas¬ 
ing). 

(b) Individual tour basing June 30. 

(c) All other types of dis- Sept. 30. 

count fares not in¬ 
cluded in (a) and 
(b) above. 

All objections to this paragraph shall be 
filed within 20 days after the service of 
this order and responses to objections 
shall be filed within 10 days thereafter; 

2. Parties requesting a hearing in this 
matter shall set forth in detail the rea¬ 
sons therefor, accompanied by a state¬ 
ment of the facts they intend to develop 
in a hearing; 

3. The motions of Frontier Airlines, 
Inc., anrl Trans World Airlines, Inc. for 
leave to file an otherwise unauthorized 
document (late-filed answers to the peti¬ 
tion of United Air Lines, Inc. in Docket 
26856) are hereby granted; and 

4. Copies of this order be served upon 
all scheduled certificated air carriers 
providing air transportation within the 
48 contiguous states and the District of 
Columbia. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal! Edwin Z. Holland. 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc.74-24055 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 

COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS 

ARIZONA STATE ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Agenda and Notice of Open Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the rules and regulations 
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, 
that a planning meeting of the Arizona 
State Advisory Committee (SAC) to this 
Commission will convene at 9:30 a.m. on 
November 7, 1974, at 1026 Federal Build¬ 
ing, 230 North First Avenue, Phoenix, 
Arizona 85025. 

Persons wishing to attend this meet¬ 
ing should contact the Committee Chair¬ 
man. or the Mountain States Regional 
Office of the Commission, Room 216,1726 
Champa Street, Denver, Colorado 80282. 

The purpose of this meeting shall be 
to hold a press conference to discuss the 
Equal Rights Amendment. 

This meeting will be conducted pur¬ 
suant to the rules and regulations of the 
Commission. 
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Dated at Washington, D.C., October 8, 
1974. 

Isaiah T. Creswell, Jr., 

Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 

|PR Doc.74-24051 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 


NEW YORK STATE ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Agenda and Notice of Open Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the rules and regulations of 
the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, that 
a planning meeting of the New York 
State Advisory Committee (SAC) to this 
Commission will convene at 4 p.m. on 
November 14, 1974, at the Phelps Stokes 
Fund, 10 East 87 Street, New York, New 
York 10028. 

Persons wishing to attend this meeting 
should contact the Committee Chairman, 
or the Northeastern Regional Office of 
the Commission, Room 1639, 26 Federal 
Plaza, New York, New York 10007. 

The purpose of this meeting shall be 
to discuss the status of the Asian Ameri¬ 
can report. 

This meeting will be conducted pur¬ 
suant to the rules and regulations of the 
Commission. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., October 8. 
1974. 

Isaiah T. Creswell, Jr., 

Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 

(FR Doc.74-24052 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 


VERMONT STATE ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Agenda and Notice of Open Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the rules and regulations 
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, 
that a planning meeting of the Vermont 
State Advisory Committee (SAC) to this 
Commission will convene at 7 p.m. on 
November 7, 1974, at the Tavern Motor 
Inn, Montpelier, Vermont 05602. 

Persons wishing to attend this meet¬ 
ing should contact the Committee Chair¬ 
man, or the Northeastern Regional Of¬ 
fice of the Commission, Room 1639, 26 
Federal Plaza, New York, New York 
10007. 

The purpose of this meeting shall be 
to discuss possible projects to be under¬ 
taken by the Vermont SAC during FY 
1976. 

This meeting will be conducted pur¬ 
suant to the rules and regulations of 
the Commission. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., October 
8. 1974. 

Isaiah T. Creswell, Jr., 

Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 

(FR Doc.74-24053 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 am] 


COMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMEN¬ 
TATION OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 

MANAGEMENT-LABOR TEXTILE 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Change of Meeting Date 

October 10.1974. 

On October 4, 1974, there was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (39 FR 
35841) a notice announcing that a 
meeting of the Management-Labor Tex¬ 
tile Advisory Committee would be held 
on November 4, 1974 at 2 p.m. in Room 
6802, Department of Commerce, 14th 
and Constitution Avenue. NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20230. The purpose of this 
notice is to advise that the date of that 
meeting has been changed to Novem¬ 
ber 19, 1974. The time and location of 
the meeting remain the same. 

Seth M. Bodner, 
Chairman. Committee for Vie 
Implementation of Textile 
Agreements, and Deputy As¬ 
sistant Secretary for Re¬ 
sources and Trade Assistance. 
U.S. Department of Com¬ 
merce. 

(FR Doc.74-24059 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 

DEFENSE MANPOWER COMMISSION 

CHANGE OF LOCATION OF MEETING 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Committee Act (Public 
Law 92-463), notice is hereby given that 
the Commissioners of the Defense Man¬ 
power Commission will meet on Octo¬ 
ber 18, 1974, at 1 pm. in room 460, 1111 
20th Street, NW., Washington, D.C. This 
notice is issued to reflect a change in 
location of the meeting as included in the 
original notice published in the Federal 
Register on Tuesday, October 1, 1974. 

The purpose of the meeting will be to 
review staff progress and to discuss the 
Commission Study Plan. 

The meeting will be open to the public. 
Since meeting space is limited, interested 
persons wishing to attend should tele¬ 
phone (202) 254-7803. 

Dated: October 10,1974. 

Bruce Palmer, Jr., 
General, USA (Ret.), 
Executive Director . 

(FR Doc.74-24031 Filed 10-15-74; 8:45 am] 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

(FRL 275-7; OPP-32000/124] 

RECEIPT OF APPLICATIONS FOR 
PESTICIDE REGISTRATION 

Data To Be Considered in Support of 
Applications 

On November 19, 1973, the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency (EPA) pub¬ 
lished In the Federal Register (38 


FR 31862) its interim policy with re¬ 
spect to the administration of section 
3(c)(1)(D) of the Federal Insecti- 
c ide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act 
(FIFRA), as amended. This policy pro¬ 
vides that EPA will, upon receipt of every 
application for registration, publish in 
the Federal Register a notice contain¬ 
ing the information shown below. The 
labeling furnished by the applicant will 
be available for examination at the En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency, Room 
EB-37, East Tower, 401 M Street, BW„ 
Washington, DC 20460. 

On or before December 16, 1974, any 
person who (a) is or has been an ap¬ 
plicant. (b) believes that data he de¬ 
veloped and submitted to EPA on or after 
October 21,1972, is being used to support 
an application described in this notice, 
(c) desires to assert a claim for compen¬ 
sation under section 3(c) (1) (D) for such 
use of his data, and (d) wishes to pre¬ 
serve his right to have the Administrator 
determine the amount of reasonable 
compensation to which he is entitled for 
such use of the data, must notify the 
Administrator and the applicant named 
in the notice in the Federal Register of 
his claim by certified mail. Notification 
to the Administrator should be addressed 
to the Information Coordination Section, 
Technical Services Division (WH-569), 
Office of Pesicide Programs, 401 M Street, 
SW., Washington DC 20460. Every such 
claimant must include, at a minimum, 
the information listed in the interim 
policy of November 19, 1973. 

Applications submitted under 2(a) or 
2(b) of the interim policy will be proc¬ 
essed to completion in accordance with 
existing procedures. Applications sub¬ 
mitted under 2(c) of the interim policy 
cannot be made final until after Decem¬ 
ber 16, 1974. If no claims are received on 
or before December 16, 1974, the 2(c) 
application will be processed according 
to normal procedure. However, if claims 
are received on or before December 16. 
1974, the applicants against whom the 
claims are asserted will be advised of the 
alternatives available under the Act. No 
claims will be accepted for possible EPA 
adjudication which are received after 
December 16, 1974. 

Applications Received 

EPA File Symbol 1029-RRT. Aidex Carp., 
1024 N. 17th St.. Omaha NB 68102. FLY- 
BAN EXTRA FLY KILLER. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: 2,2-Dichlorovlnyl dimethyl phos¬ 
phate (DDVP) 0.93%; Related compounds 
0.07%; Ronnel (O.O-dimethyl 0-2.4.5- 
trichlorophenyl phosphorothloate) 0.25%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 8959-EN. Applied Biochem¬ 
ists. Inc., 5300 W. County Line Rd., Mequon 
Wl 53092. CUTRINE-PLUS U ALGA EC IDE. 
Active Ingredients: Copper as elemental 
10.88%. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. 
EPA File Symbol 8612-TT. B & O Co.. PO Bo* 
20372. Dallas TX 75220. BAG TARLA- 
DIPHAS BLUE. Active Ingredients: Sodium 
Salt of Diphaclnone=2-Dlphenylacetyl-M- 
Indandione 0.005%. Method of support. 
Application proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. 
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EPA Pile Symbol 8612-TA. B & Q Co. B & G 
TARLA-DIPHAS. Active Ingredients: So¬ 
dium Salt of Diphaclnone=2-Dipheny lace- 
tyl- 1 . 3 -Indandlone 0.005%. Method of 
Support: Application, proceeds under 2(c) 
of interim policy. 

FPA Pile 8ymbol 8612-TU. B & G Co. B & G 
PARLA-DIPHAS RED. Active Ingredients: 
Sodium Salt of Diphaclnone = 2-Diphenyl - 
acetyl- 1,3-Indandione 0.006%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 8012-TL. B & G Co. B & G 
TARLA-DIPHAS GREEN. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: Sodium Salt of Diphaclnone —2 -Di- 
phenylacetyl - 1,3 - Indandlone 0.005%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 3(c) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 1459-UE. Bullen Chemical 
Co., Hook Rd.. Folcroft PA 19032. FAST 
ACTING RESIDUAL SPRAY CONTAINS 
DIAZINON & PYRENONE. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: O.O-Diethyl 0-(2-lsopropyl-6- 

methyl-4-pyrimidinyl) phosphorothioate 
0.500%; Pvrethrin a 0.052%; PlpeTonyl 
Butoxlde, Technical 0.261%; Petroleum 
Distillate 98.608%. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(c) of Interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 1459-UR. Bullen Chemical 
Co., Hook Rd.. Folcroft PA 19032. WATER 
BASE GENERAL PURPOSE INSECTICIDE. 
Active Ingredients: Pyrethrins 0.1%; 
PIperonyl Butoxlde. technical 1.0%; Petro¬ 
leum distillate 0.4%. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 677 GEL Diamond Sham¬ 
rock Chemical Co.. Agricultural Chemicals 
Dtv., 1100 Superior Ave., Cleveland OH 
44114. DACAMOX ST (SEED TREATER). 
Active Ingredients: 3.3 - dimethyl - 1 - 
(methylthio - 2 - butanone 0-{ (methyl- 
amino) -carbonyl ( oxime 39.4%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(a) 
of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 677-GET. Diamond Sham¬ 
rock Chemical Co., Agricultural Chemicals 
Dlv„ : 100 Superior Ave., Cleveland OH 
44114. Active Ingredients: 3,3-dimethyl-l- 
(methylthlo - 2 - butanone O-f (methyl- 
amino) -carbonyl] oxime 10.0%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(a) 
of interim policy. 


EPA Reg. No. 279-2712. PMC. Agricultural 
Chemical Div.. 100 Niagara St.. Middleport 
NY 14105. FURADAN 10 GRANULES. Ac¬ 
tive Ingredients: Carbofuran (2,3-dihydro- 
2.2-dimetbyl-7-benzofuranyl methyl car- 

hamate) 10.0%. Method of Support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(c) of Interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 654-RRG. Federal Chemical 
Co., Inc., 2530 Wlnthrop Ave., Indianapolis 
IN 46205. LAWN-GARD. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: O.O-dlethyl O-(2-isopropyl-6- 

methyl-4-pyrlmldlnyl) phosphorothioate 
25.0%: Aromatic Petroletim Derivative Sol¬ 
vent 55.7%. Method of Support: Applica¬ 
tion proceeds under 2<c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 5905-UGG. Helena Chemi¬ 
cal Co., Clark Tower, 5100 Poplar Ave., 
Memphis TN 38137. 5% .CYTHION DUST 
THE PREMIUM GRADE MALATnION. 
Active Ingredients: Malathion 8%. Method 
of Sunport: Application proceeds under 
2 (c) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 5905-UGU. Helena Chemi¬ 
cal Co. 10% SEVIN DUST. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: Carbaryl (1-naphthyl N-methylcar- 
bamate) 10%. Method of Support: Appli¬ 
cation proceeds under 2(c) of Interim 
policy. 

EPA , p JJ e Symbol 5906-UGA. Helena Chemi¬ 
cal Co. 5% SEVIN DUST. Active Ingre¬ 
dients: Carbaryl (1-naphthyl N-methylcar- 
bamate) 5%. Method of Support: Applica- 
on proceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. 


EPA File Symbol 5905-UGL. Helena Chemi¬ 
cal Co. 10% CYTHION DUST THE PRE¬ 
MIUM GRADE MALATHION. Active Ingre¬ 
dients: Malathlon 10%. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(c) of 
interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 334-UNL. Hysan Corp., 919 
West 38th St., Chicago IL 60609. VIGATE 4 
AIR SANITIZER DEODORIZER. Active In¬ 
gredients: Triethylene Glycol 3.50%; Pro¬ 
pylene Glycol 3.00%; Methyldodecvlbenzyl 
Trimethylammonlum Chloride 0.16%; 
Methyldodecyxylylene Bis (TTimethyl- 
ammonium Chloride) 0.4%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 334-UNA. Hysan Corp., 
919 West 38th St.. Chicago IL 60609. VI¬ 
GATE 3 AIR SANITIZER DEODORIZER. 
Active Ingredients: Triethylene Glycol 
3.50%; Propylene Glycol 3.00%; Mcthyido- 
decylbenzyl Trimethylammonlum Chloride 
0.16%; Methyldodecylxylylene Bis (Tri- 
methylammonium Chloride) 0.04%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 8046-L. Magnolia Chemi¬ 
cals & Solvents, Inc., Industrial Chemicals, 
PO Box 10354, Jefferson LA 70181. PINE OIL 
FOR MANUFACTURING GERMICIDES. 
Active Ingredients: Pine Oil 100%. Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 
2 (c) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 7001-ENE. Occidental 
Chemical Co., A Div. of Occidental Petro- 
I rnun C orp., PO Box 198. Lathrop CA 95330. 
ETHYL METHYL PARATHION 6-3 EC. Ac¬ 
tive Ingredients: Parathlon (O-O-dlethyl 
O-p-nltrophenyl thlophosphate) 57.6%; 
O-O-dimethyl O-p-nltrophenyl thlophos¬ 
phate 28.8%. Method of Support: Appli¬ 
cation proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 432-LGA. S. B. Penlck & 
Co., 100 Church St., New York NY 10007. 
SBP-1382/BIO ALLETHRIN AQUEOUS 
PRESSURIZED SPRAY FOR HOUSE AND 
GARDEN. Active Ingredients: (5-Benzyl- 
3-furvl) methyl 2,2-dlmethyl-3- (2-methyl- 
propenyl) cyclopropanecarboxylate 0.200%; 
Related compounds 0.028%; d-trans Alle- 
thrln (allyl homolog of Cinerin I) 0.150%; 
Related compounds 0.012%; Aromatic 
petroleum hydrocarbons 0.272%: Petroleum 
Distillate 6.500%. Method of Support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 70-ENN. Rigo Co., 1200 Fort 
Wayne Bldg.. Fort Wayne IN 46802. KILL-- 
KO NEW TOMATO DUST. Active Ingre¬ 
dients: Endosulfan (Hexachlorohexaliy- 
dromethane-2,4,3-benzodloxathlepin oxide) 

-4.0%; Maneb (Manganese ethylene blsdi- 
thiocarbamate) 0.0%. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 538-REI. O. M. Scott & 
Sons. Marysville OH 43040. (SCOTTS) 
VEGETABLE GARDEN WEED PRE¬ 
VENTER. Active Ingredients: Dimethyl 
tctrachloroterephthalate 5.00%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 12123-G. Sherwood Chemi¬ 
cals Ltd., PO Box 26, Westvllle NJ 08093. 
SHERWOOD GENERAL PURPOSE IN¬ 
SECTICIDE. Active Ingredients: Pyre¬ 
thrins 0.1%; Piperonyl Butoxlde. technical 
1.0%; Petroleum distillate 0.4%. Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 
2 (c) of interim policy. 

Republished Items 
The following items represent correc¬ 
tions and/or changes in the list of Ap¬ 
plications Received previously published 


in the Federal Register of September 24, 
1974 (39 FR 34329). 

EPA File Symbol 7350-RI. Chaska Chemical. 
304 Masters Ave., Savage MN 55378. TAC- 
SAN PLUS. Originally published as EPA 
File Symbol 7350-P. 

EPA File Symbol 4829-LN. Coastal Chemical 
Co., 190 Jony Dr., Carlstadt NJ 07072. ISO 
CLOR SUPER CHLORINE POWDER. Orig¬ 
inally published as CLOR SUPER CHLO¬ 
RIDE POWDER. 

Dated: October3,1974. 

John B. Ritch, Jr.. 

Director, 

Registration Division. 

(FR Doc.74-23594 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 
GULF/UNITED KINGDOM CONFERENCE 
Notice of Agreement Filed 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may Inspect and ob¬ 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1100 L Street, NW., 
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree¬ 
ment at the Field Offices located at New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana, San 
Francisco, California, and Old San Juan, 
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree¬ 
ments, including requests for hearing, 
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission, Washington, 
D.C., 20573, on or before November 5, 
1974. Any person desiring a hearing on 
the proposed agreement shall provide a 
clear and concise statement of the mat¬ 
ters upon which they desire to adduce 
evidence. An allegation of discrimina¬ 
tion or unfairness shall be accompanied 
by a statement describing the discrimina¬ 
tion or unfairness with particularity. If 
a violation of the Act or detriment to the 
commerce of the United States is alleged, 
the statement shall set forth with par¬ 
ticularity the acts and circumstances said 
to constitute such violation or detriment 
to commerce. 

A copy of any such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the statement should indicate that 
this has been done. 

Modification of Agreement 

Notice of agreement filed by; 

Leon M. Paine, Jr., Secretary 
Gulf/United Kingdom Conference 
Suite 927 Whitney BuUding 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70130 

Agreement No. 161-28, among the mem¬ 
ber lines of the Gulf/United Kingdom 
Conference, modifies the organic agree¬ 
ment to provide specific authority for 
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the Conference to enter into an agree¬ 
ment with another carrier, not a mem¬ 
ber thereof, as a single party unless 
otherwise provided therein. 

Dated: October 9,1974. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis C. Hurney, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-24060 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 


LAVINO SHIPPING CO., ET AL. 

Agreement Filed 

Notice is hereby given that the fol¬ 
lowing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and 
obtain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1100 L Street, NW., 
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree¬ 
ment at the Field Offices located at 
New York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana. 
San Francisco, California and Old San 
Juan. Puerto Rico. Comments on such 
agreements, including requests for hear¬ 
ing, may be submitted to the Secretary, 
Federal Maritime Commission, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., 20573, on or before Octo¬ 
ber 29, 1974. Any person desiring a hear¬ 
ing on the proposed agreement shall 
provide a clear and concise statement 
of the matters upon which they desire 
to adduce evidence. An allegation of 
discrimination or unfairness shall be ac¬ 
companied by a statement describing the 
discrimination or unfairness with par¬ 
ticularity. If a violation of the Act or 
detriment to the commerce of the United 
States is alleged, the statement shall set 
forth with particularity the acts and 
circumstances said to constitute such 
violation or detriment to commerce. 

A copy of any such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the statement should indicate that 
this has been done. 

Lavino Shipping Company 
and 

Japan Lines, Ltd. 

Kawasaki Kisen Kaisha, Ltd. 

Mitsui O.S.K. Lines, Ltd. 

Nippon Yusen Kaisha 

Yamashita-Shinnihon Steamship Co., 
Ltd. 

Notice of agreement filed by: 

Francis A. Scanlan, Esq. 

Deasey, Scanlan & Bender, Ltd. 

Suite 2900 

Two Girard Plaza 

Philadelphia, Pa. 19102 

Agreement No. T-2695-2, between La¬ 
vino Shipping Company (Lavino) and 
Japan Lines, Ltd., Kawasaki Kisen 
Kaisha, Ltd., Mitsui O.S.K. Lines, Ltd., 
Nippon Yusen Kaisha, and Yamashita- 
Shinnihon Steamship Co., Ltd. (the 
Lines) modifies the basic agreement be¬ 


tween the parties under which Lavino 
furnishes the Lines comprehensive con¬ 
tainer stevedoring, terminal, and LCL 
services at its Packer Avenue Marine 
Terminal, located in Philadelphia, Penn¬ 
sylvania. The purpose of the modifica¬ 
tion is to extend the term of the agree¬ 
ment to October 24,1975. 

Dated: October 9,1974. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis C. Hurney, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-24061 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 


PHILIPPINES NORTH AMERICA 
CONFERENCE 

Agreement Filed 

Notice is hereby given th^t the follow¬ 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob¬ 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1100 L Street, NW., 
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree¬ 
ment at the Field Offices located at New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana, San 
Francisco, California and Old San Juan, 
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree¬ 
ments, including requests for hearing, 
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20573, on or before November 5, 
1974. Any person desiring a hearing on 
the proposed agreement shall provide a 
clear and concise statement of the mat¬ 
ters upon which they desire to adduce 
evidence. An allegation of discrimination 
or unfairness shall be accompanied by a 
statement describing the discrimination 
or unfairness with particularity. If a vi¬ 
olation of the Act or detriment to the 
commerce of the United States is alleged, 
the statement shall set forth with par¬ 
ticularity the acts and circumstances 
said to constitute such violation or detri¬ 
ment to commerce. 

A copy of any such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the statement should indicate that 
this has been done. 

Notice of agreement filed by: 

Elkan Turk, Jr., Esquire 
Burlingham Underwood & Lord 
25 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 

Agreement No. 5600-31 modifies the 
approved basic agreement of the Phil¬ 
ippines North America Conference by de¬ 
leting certain obsolete terms and substi¬ 
tuting appropriate current terms there¬ 
for as set forth in the agreement. 

Dated: October 10,1974. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis C. Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-24062 FUed 10-16-74;8:45 am] 


NORTH ATLANTIC MEDITERRANEAN 
FREIGHT CONFERENCE 

Agreement Filed 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act. 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob¬ 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1100 L Street NW., 
Room 10126; or may Inspect the agree¬ 
ment at the Held Offices located at New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana. Sm 
Francisco. California, and Old San Juan, 
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree¬ 
ments, including requests for hearing, 
may be submitted to the Secretary. Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission, Washington. 
DC. 20573, on or before November 5, 
1974. Any person desiring a hearing on 
the proposed agreement shall provide a 
clear and concise statement of the mat¬ 
ters upon which thev desire to adduce 
evidence. An allegation of discrimination 
or unfairness shall be accomoani°d bv 
a statement describing the discrimina¬ 
tion or unfairness with particularity. If 
a violation of the Act or detriment to 
the commerce of the United States is 
alleged, the statement shall set forth 
with particularity the acts and circum¬ 
stances said to constitute such violation 
or detriment to commerce. 

A copy of anv such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the statement should indicate that 
this has been done. 

Notice of agreement filed by: 

Stanley O. Sher, Esquire 
Billig, Sher and Jones, P. C. 

Suite 300 

1126 Sixteenth Street. NW. 

Washington, D.C. 20036 

Agreement No. 9548-6. among the 
member lines of the North Atlantic 
Mediterranean Freight Conference, mod¬ 
ifies the basic agreement by (1) extend¬ 
ing its jurisdiction to include inland 
points in countries bordering on the 
Mediterranean Sea (except Spain and 
Israel). Sea of Marmara and the Black 
Sea; (2) prohibiting member lines from 
generating business through the use of 
favors, gifts or special concessions; (3) 
establishing new self-policing and en¬ 
forcement procedures. 

Dated: October 10, 1974. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis C. Hurney, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-24063 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 amj 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket No. RI74-259J 

AZTEC GAS SYSTEMS, INC. 

Order Granting Petition for Special Relief 
October 8, 1974. 

On June 13. 1974, Aztec Gas Systems, 
Inc. (Aztec) 1 filed a petition pursuant to 
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section 4 of the Natural Gas Act* and 
§ 2.76 of the Commission’s General Policy 
and Interpretations J requesting relief 
from the applicable Permian Basin Area 
rate of 23 cents at 14.65 psia for sales of 
natural gas to El Paso Natural Gas 
Company (El Paso). Aztec seeks a rate 
increase to 35 cents per Mcf at 14.65 
psia for sales of gas to El Paso from two 
wells on the Shannon Estate, Shannon 
*P” and * T” Leases, N.E. Todd Field, 
Crockett County, Texas. The wells are 
presently shut-in. El Paso has agreed to 
th increase in a May 29, 1974, amend¬ 
ment to its February 16, 1967 base 
contract. 

Aztec avers that if the economic relief 
requested is granted, it will be able to 
acquire new compressors for the cur¬ 
rently shut-in subject wells and will then 
be able to produce 211,000 Mcf of gas 
over an estimated 14-month period. 
Based on reserve and cost data requested 
by Staff, a Staff unit cost of gas study 
was made (attached as an appendix 
hereto) which shows that the relief that 
Aztec seeks is justified. 

Aztec’s petition was noticed on June 21, 
1974 and appeared in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister on July 1, 1974 at 39 FR 24268. No 
petition to intervene was filed. 

The Commission finds: Aztec’s petition 
is justified and, it is in the public inter¬ 
est that it should be granted. 

The Commission orders: Aztec’s peti¬ 
tion for special relief filed June 13, 1974, 
is hereby granted. Aztec is allowed to 
collect 35 cents per Mcf at 14.65 p.si.a., 
pursuant to its May 29, 1974, contract 
amendment with El Paso have been filed 
in Docket No. CS70-20. 

By the Commission. 

[seal! Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

|PR Doc.74-23966 Filed 10-15-74:8:46 ami 


[Docket Nos, El-8137; E-82171 

BOSTON EDISON CO. 

Extension of Time 

October 8,1974. 

On October 4, 1974, Boston Edison 
Company filed a motion to extend the 
date for filing rebuttal testimony as fixed 
by notice issued August 20, 1974, in the 
above-designated matter. The motion 
states that the other parties have no ob¬ 
jection to the extension. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the date for filing rebuttal 
evidence in the above matter is extended 
to and including October 15, 1974. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-23967 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 


1 Aztec was issued a small producer cer¬ 
tificate in Docket No. CS70-26. 

’15U.S.C. §717, etseq. 
a Order Promulgating Policy With Respect 
To Sales Where Reduced Pressures, Need For 
Reconditioning, Deeper Drilling, Or Other 
Factors Make Further Production Uneco¬ 
nomical At Existing Prices, Order No. 481, 
Docket No. R-458. 49 FPC 992 (issued April 12, 
1973 18 CFR § 2.70). 


[Docket No. CI75-185j 

CLINTON OIL CO. 

Application 

October 8,1974. 

Take notice that on September 23, 
1974, Clinton Oil Company (Applicant), 
P.O. Box 1201, Wichita, Kansas 67201, 
filed in Docket No. CI75-185 an applica¬ 
tion pursuant to section 7(c) of the 
Natural Gas Act for a certificate of pub¬ 
lic convenience and necessity authoriz¬ 
ing the sale for resale and delivery of 
natural gas in interstate commerce to 
Texas Gas Transmission Corporation 
from the South Lake Sand Area, East 
Cote Blanche Bay, Iberia Parish, Louisi¬ 
ana. all as more fully set forth in the 
application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Applicant proposes to sell up to 3,000 
Mcf of gas per day for two years at 45.0 
cents per Mcf at 15.025 psia, subject to 
upward and downward Btu adjustment 
and a deduction of 0.02 cent per Mcf per 
mile for the transportation of liquefiable 
hydrocarbons, within the contemplation 
of § 2.70 of the Commission’s general 
policy and interpretations (18 CFR 2.70). 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before October 
25. 1974, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a 
petition to intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be con¬ 
sidered by it in determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to 
participate as a party in any hearing 
therein must file a petition to intervene 
in accordance with the Commission's 
rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission 
on this application if no petition to In¬ 
tervene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its owm re¬ 
view of the matter finds that a grant 
of the certificate is required by the pub¬ 
lic convenience and necessity. If a peti¬ 
tion for leave to intervene is timely filed, 
or if the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is re¬ 
quired, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the healing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR Doc.74-23968 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 ami 


[Docket No. RP75-20] 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER TRANSMISSION CORP. 

Filing of Proposed Changes in Rates 

October 8, 1974. 

Take notice that on October 1, 1974. 
Mississippi River Transmission Corpo¬ 
ration (Mississippi) tendered for filing 
proposed changes in its FPC Gas Tariff to 
be effective on November 1, 1974, con¬ 
sisting of the following revised tariff 
sheets: 

_ Revised Sheet No. 3A' 

Twelfth Revised Sheet No. 6 

Tenth Revised Sheet No. 6 

Third Revised Sheet No. 27E 

According to Mississippi, the proposed 
changes would: (1) increase revenues 
from jurisdictional sales by $14,166,924 
based on adjusted sales for the test pe¬ 
riod (twelve months ended June 30, 1974, 
as adjusted); (2) change the unauthor¬ 
ized overtake charges under Rate Sched¬ 
ule CD-I to Mississippi’s tariff and (3) 
change the base average unit cost of gas 
purchased from independent producers 
as contained in the purchased gas cost 
adjustment section to Mississippi’s tar¬ 
iff. 

Mississippi states that the changes in 
the authorized overtake charges under 
Rate Schedule CD-I are required in view 
of the commodity charge level under such 
rate schedule and current costs of peak¬ 
shaving supplies. Accordingly, Mississippi 
requests that Twelfth Revised Sheet No. 
5 and Tenth Revised Sheet No. 6 (reflect¬ 
ing the changes in unauthorized over¬ 
take charges) be permitted to become 
effective November 1, 1974, as proposed 
even If the Commission should suspend 
the rest of the filing beyond such date. 

Mississippi states that the increased 
rates are required to reflect: an increase 
in rate of return to 12.125%, which 
would permit a return on equity of 14%; 
an increase in depreciation rate to 5%; 
increases in the cost of material, supplies 
and wages; and increases in property, ad 
valorem, payroll and income taxes. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§ 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8. 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before October 18, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
application are on file with the Commis¬ 
sion and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc.74-23963 Filed 10-15-74; 8:45 amj 
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[Docket No. RP74-101] 

NATIONAL FUEL GAS SUPPLY CORP. 

Filing of Tariff Sheets 

October 8. 1974. 

Take notice that on September 23, 
1974, National Fuel Gas Supply Corpora¬ 
tion (National) tendered for filing Sec¬ 
ond Revised Sheet No. 2 to National’s 
FPC Gas Tariff Original Volume No. 2. 
This tariff sheet is proposed to be effec¬ 
tive October 1, 1974, superseding First 
Revised Sheet No. 2. 

According to National, this sheet re¬ 
flects an annual increase of $74,205 pur¬ 
suant to section 4 (Purchased Gas Ad¬ 
justment) of its tariff, and is necessi¬ 
tated by increased costs from National's 
suppliers. National requests waiver of 
§ 4.6 (45 day notice provision) of its 
tariff and waiver of any Commission 
Regulations as may be required to per¬ 
mit this sheet to become effective Oc¬ 
tober 1, 1974. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a 
petition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Power Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street, N.E., Washington. D.C. 
20426, in accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission’s rules of practice 
and procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All 
such petitions or protests should be filed 
on or before October 16, 1974. Protests 
wdll be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to 
be taken, but will not serve to make 
Protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. Copies 
of this application are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
Inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-23971 Filed 10 -15-74;8:45 ami 


[Docket No. RP74-101] 

NATIONAL FUEL GAS SUPPLY CORP. 

Filing of Tariff Sheet 

October 8, 1974. 

Take notice that on September 26, 
1974, National Fuel Gas Supply Corpo¬ 
ration (National) tendered for filing 
Third Revised Sheet No. 2 to National’s 
FPC Gas Tariff, Original Volume No. 2. 
This tariff sheet is proposed to be effec¬ 
tive October 1, 1974, superseding Second 
Revised Sheet No. 2. 

According to National, this sheet re¬ 
flects an annual increase of $128,621 over 
revenues generated by National’s Sec¬ 
ond Revised Sheet No. 2, and this filing 
is being made pursuant to section 4 (Pur¬ 
chased Gas Adjustment) of National’s 
tariff. National states that the increase 
is necessitated by increases from its sup¬ 
plier Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Corporation. National requests waiver of 
§ 4.6 (45 day notice provision) of its 
tariff and waiver of any Commission 
Regulations as may be required to per¬ 
mit this sheet to become effective as of 
October 1, 1974. 


Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Power Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street. NE., Washington, D.C. 
20426, in accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on or 
before October 16, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro- 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
application are on file with the Commis¬ 
sion and are available for public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74 23972 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 ami 


[Docket No. CP71-501 

NATURAL GAS PIPELINE COMPANY OF 
AMERICA 

Petition To Amend 

October 8,1974. 

Take notice that on September 30. 
1974, Natural Gas Pipeline Company of 
America (Petitioner), 122 South Michi¬ 
gan Avenue, Chicago, Illinois 60603, filed 
in Docket No. CP71-50 a petition to 
amend the order issued in said docket on 
December 7, 1970 (44 FPC 1541), pur¬ 
suant to section 7(c) of the Natural Gas 
Act by authorizing an increase in the 
volume of exchange gas and an extension 
of the term of the exchange authorized in 
said docket, all as more fully set forth in 
the petition to amend, which is on file 
with the Commission and open to pub¬ 
lic inspection. 

The petition states that by the Decem¬ 
ber 7,1970, order in this docket the Com¬ 
mission authorized Petitioner to con¬ 
struct and operate certain facilities for 
the purpose of exchanging gas with Phil¬ 
lips Petroleum Company (Phillips) and 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Company 
(Mich Wise). Petitioner proposes, pur¬ 
suant to an amendment, dated August 19, 
1974, to the original agreement in the 
instant docket, to increase the authorized 
volume of exchange gas from 60,000 Mcf 
per day to 100,000 Mcf per day and to ex¬ 
tend the period during which gas may 
be exchanged until July 31, 1979. Peti¬ 
tioner asserts that the original agree¬ 
ment in the instant docket would other¬ 
wise expire on October 3, 1974. 

Petitioner states that the purpose of 
the August 19, 1974, amendment is to 
provide for the continuance of deliveries 
by Phillips to Mich Wise for Petitioner’s 
account at the outlet of Phipips’ Sher¬ 
man Plant in Hansford County, Texas, 
and to provide for an increase in volumes 
of exchange gas which may become 
available at the Sherman Plant. 

Petitioner maintains that the benefits 
of the original exchange will be con¬ 
tinued by the instant proposal and that 
said proposal will improve Petitioner’s 
operating flexibility. 


Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petition to amend should on or before 
October 30, 1974, file with the Federal 
Power Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20426, a petition to intervene or a protest 
in accordance with the requirements of 
the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.10). AU protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by it 
in determining the appropriate action 
to be taken but will not serve to make 
the protestants parties to the proceed¬ 
ing. Any person wishing to become a 
party to a proceeding or to participate 
as a party in any hearing therein must 
file a petition to intervene in accordance 
with the Commission’s rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-23970 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 ara[ 


[Docket No. E-8721J 

NEVADA POWER CO. 

Further Extension of Procedural Dates 
October 8,1974. 

On October 3, 1974, Staff Counsel filed 
a motion to further extend the proce¬ 
dural dates fixed by order issued May 
31, 1974, as modified by notice issued 
September 5, 1974, in the above-desig¬ 
nated matter. The motion states that all 
interested parties were contacted and 
none oppose the change. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are modified as follows: 

Service of Staff's Testimony, October 25, 1974. 
Service of Intervenor’s Testimony. November 
15.1974. 

Service of Company's Rebuttal, December 2, 
1974. 

Hearing, December 12, 1974 (10 a.m., e.d.t.). 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-23973 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. RP73-1111 

PACIFIC GAS TRANSMISSION CO. 

Filing Petition for Authorization To Reflect 
in Cost of Service Charges an Increase 
in the Price of Canadian Gas 

October 8, 1974. 

Take notice that on September 30,1974, 
Pacific Gas Transmission Company 
(PGT) tendered for filing its petition for 
authorization to reflect in its cost of 
service charges commencing January 1, 
1975, an increase in the price of gas 
imported from Canada. PGT states that 
its petition is being filed pursuant to the 
Commission’s order issued September 
1974, in this docket. 

PGT states that acting on the recom¬ 
mendations submitted by the National 
Energy Board of Canada (NEB), the 
Canadian government has instructed the 
NEB to amend existing export licenses 
to establish a border export price of not 
less than nor greater than $100 (Cana¬ 
dian) per MMBtu. PGT further states 
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that this price is to become effective on 
January 1, 1975, except as to gas pro¬ 
duced In British Columbia, and exported 
to Northwest Pipeline Corporation in 
which case the new price is effective on 
November 1, 1974. According to PGT, the 
Canadian government also accepted the 
NEB’s recommendation that current im¬ 
porters be given the option of continuing 
under existing pricing conditions for a 
period of up to two years. However, if 
this option is exercised, the export li¬ 
cense will be terminated at the end of 
two years, or earlier if the importer so 
elects, and the gas will be reallocated to 
uses within Canada. 

PGT states that the alternative of 
continuing to purchase gas under the 
present pricing arrangements and conse¬ 
quently having its import licenses ter¬ 
minated in two years would be unac¬ 
ceptable because maintenance of this 
source of supply is critical to the 2.4 mil¬ 
lion customers of Pacific Gas and Elec¬ 
tric Company, (PG&E), PGl^s sole 
customer. 

According to PGT. the current price 
of gas purchased by PGT at the interna¬ 
tional boundary is approximately 70d per 
Mcf (or 67.30d per MMBtu), and the 
increase to $1.00 per MMBtu ordered by 
the Canadian government would result 
ir an estimated annual increased cost 
to PG&E of $131,805,040 (U.S.). 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a 
petition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Power Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street. NE, Washington D.C. 
20426, in accordance with §5 1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before October 21, 1974. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
application are on file with the Commis¬ 
sion and are available for public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth P. Plumb, 
Secretary . 

1PR Doc.74-23974 Piled 10-15-74;8:45 am) 


[Project No. 2305] 

SABINE RIVER AUTHORITY 

Order Setting Hearing on Request for 
Exemption From Annual Charges 


October 8, 1974. 

Sabine River Authority of Texas and 
Sabine River Authority. State of Louis- 
the licensees under the Federal 
Power Act for Project No. 2305, have 
applied for exemption from annual 
charges for the years 1970-73. The pro¬ 
visions for annual charges are set out 
10(e) °* the Federal Power 
Act (16 U.S.C. 803(e)) with respect to 
licensees under that Act. Project No. 

fln°rfi? CC i Upies lands of the Uhited S^tes 
and Is also subject to the annual charge 


for administrative costs set out in sec¬ 
tion 10(e). Section 10(e) of the Act pre¬ 
scribes charges, inter alia t for use of 
lands of the United States and for ad¬ 
ministrative costs, to be paid by licens¬ 
ees under that Act. 

Section 10(e) of the Act also provides 
for exemptions, inter alia, from charge 
where “licenses for the development, 
transmission, or distribution of power 
by States or municipalities shall be is¬ 
sued and enjoyed without charge to the 
extent such power is sold to the public 
without profit”. It is under this part of 
the section that the licensees for Project 
No. 2305 seek exemption from the an¬ 
nual charge prescribed by section 10(e) 
of the Act, with respect to the charge for 
use of lands of the United States and 
for administrative costs. 

Part II of the regulations under the 
Federal Power Act provides in part that 
“Cal State or municipal licensee may 
claim total or partial exemption upon 
one or more of the following grounds: 

• • • • • 

(2) To the extent that power generated, 
transmitted, or distributed by the project 
was sold directly or indirectly to the public 
(ultimate consumer) without profit; ” (18 
CFR 11.24(a)(2)). 

(e) Sales for resale. Notwithstanding com¬ 
pliance by a State or municipal licensee with 
the requirements of paragraph (d) of this 
section, it shall be subject to the payment 
of annual charges to the extent that elec¬ 
tric power generated, transmitted, or dis¬ 
tributed by the project is sold to another 
State, municipality, person, or corporation 
for resale, unless the licensee shall show 
that the power was sold to the ultimate con¬ 
sumer without profit. The matter of whether 
or not a profit was made is a question of 
fact to be established by the licensee. (18 
CFR 11.24(e)). 

It should be noted that the “matter of 
whether or not a profit was made is a 
question of fact to be established by the 
licensee.” (18 CFR 11.24(e)). (See, Cen¬ 
tral Nebraska Public Power Irrigation 
District , 5 FPC 165, 171 affirmed, 160 
F. 2d 782; Power Authority of the State 
of New York , 31 FPC 93, 97.) 

Power generated by the Toledo Bend 
Project No. 2305 is sold by the licensees 
to three utilities. Gulf States Utilities 
Company, Louisiana Power and Light 
Company and Central Louisiana Electric 
Company, which in turn resell the power 
to the ultimate consumer. 

In view of the circumstances we think 
it appropriate that the licensees for Proj¬ 
ect No. 2305 be afforded an opportunity 
to show in a hearing why they believe 
they should be afforded exemption from 
the annual charges assessed pursuant to 
section 10(e) of the Act. 

In accordance with the Commission’s 
rules and regulations, 18 CFR 1.18, and 
in order to expedite the orderly conduct 
and disposition of the hearing, a pre- 
hearing conference should be held. This 
conference will provide an opportunity 
for the parties to submit and consider 
facts, arguments, offers of settlement, 
or proposals of adjustment, as may be 
forthcoming. There may also be con¬ 
sidered the possibility of a simplification 


of the issues, stipulations of fact, or such 
other matters as may properly aid in 
expediting the proceeding. 

The Commission finds: It is appropri¬ 
ate and in the public interest to hold 
a prehearing conference and such hear¬ 
ings as may be required, in order to 
afford the Sabine River Authority of 
Texas and Sabine River Authority, State 
of Louisiana, Licensees for Project No. 
2305, the opportunity to show why they 
should be exempt from annual charges 
assessed pursuant to section 10(e) of the 
Act, with respect to the following issues: 

(1) Whether in accordance with § 11.24 
(a) (2) Licensees have made a showing 
that there was no profit to the Licensees 
resulting from the sale of power gener¬ 
ated from Project No. 2305, and 

(2) Whether in accordance with § 11.24 
(e) Licensees have made a showing that 
power generated from Project No. 2305 
and sold for resale was sold to the ulti¬ 
mate consumer without profit. 

The Commission orders: (A) A pre- 
hearing conference before an Adminis¬ 
trative Law Judge shall be held at 10:00 
a.m. on October 29, 1974, in a hearing 
room at the Federal Power Commission. 
825 North Capitol Street, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, respecting the issues set forth 
above concerning the claim for exemp¬ 
tion from payment of annual charges 
under section 10(e) of the Federal Power 
Act and the Commission’s Regulations 
with respect to sale of power generated at 
Project No. 2305. 

(B) If the Administrative Law Judge 
finds that there is disagreement on the 
facts bearing on the exemption from an¬ 
nual charges, he shall schedule a hear¬ 
ing on the remaining factual issues to be 
followed by briefing, and an initial deci¬ 
sion in accordance with §§1.29 and 1.30 
of the rules of practice and procedure. 

(C) If the Administrative Law Judge 
finds no disagreement on material fact 
bearing on the question of an exemption 
from annual charges, he shall provide 
a briefing schedule to be followed by an 
initial decision in accordance with §§ 1.29 
and 1.30 of the rules of practice and 
procedure. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-23975 FUed 10-15-74;8:45 am) 


(Docket Nos. RP75-16-1; RP75-17-1] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL GAS PIPE LINE 
CORP. ET AL (STAUFFER CHEMICAL) 

Petition for Extraordinary Relief 

October 8, 1974. 

Take notice that on September 6, 1974, 
Stauffer Chemical Company (Stauffer) 
filed a petition for extraordinary relief, 
pursuant to § 1.7(b) of the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure. Stauffer 
requests that the Commission order its 
supplier of natural gas, Eastern Shore 
Natural Gas Company (Eastern Shore) 
and Eastern Shore’s sole supplier, Trans¬ 
continental Gas Pipe Line Corporation 
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(Transco), to exempt Stauffer and East¬ 
ern Shore, respectively, from the opera¬ 
tion of Eastern Shore's and Transco’s 
curtailment plans to the extent neces¬ 
sary to enable deliveries of natural gas 
to Stauffer's Delaware City plant of not 
less than 1,823.852 Mcf annually, with 
provision for monthly peak requirements 
of not less than 178.000 Mcf and daily 
peak requirements of not less than 6,800 
Mcf. Stauffer further requests that, 
pending a hearing, the Commission 
afford it interim relief. 

Stauffer states that it purchases nat¬ 
ural gas for use in its Delaware City, 
Delaware Plant from Eastern Shore un¬ 
der a firm contract originally entered 
into in 1960, and under which Stauffer is 
presently entitled to daily deliveries of 
7,050 Mcf. Stauffer's Delaware City plant 
produces carbon disulfide which is used 
in the production of cellophane, rayon, 
fungicides, agricultural chemicals, fluo¬ 
rocarbon refrigerators, carbon tetrachlo¬ 
ride, and chemicals used in automobile 
tire manufacturing. 

The Delaware City Plant is said to rep¬ 
resent about one-half of Stauffer’s com¬ 
pany-wide production of carbon di¬ 
sulfide, which accounts for approxi¬ 
mately 90% of the domestic production of 
cellophane and rayon yarn. Stauffer 
states that approximately 30% of the 
production of domestic fungicides and 
seed treatment chemicals are also de¬ 
pendent upon carbon disulfide produced 
at the Delaware City Plant, as are sub¬ 
stantial volumes of other agricultural 
chemical products, fluorocarbon propel¬ 
lants and refrigerants. 

Stauffer claims that the natural gas 
sought by its petition is needed as raw 
material for carbon disulfide produc¬ 
tion. as process heat in reactors which 
combine sulfur and purified natural gas 
to produce carbon disulfide, for incin¬ 
eration of toxic gases, and for miscel¬ 
laneous uses, including an inert gas gen¬ 
erator, flare pilots, auxiliary burners for 
a sulfur recovery unit, and flare and re¬ 
actor purges. Stauffer alleges that the 
combined effect of Transco’s and East¬ 
ern Shore’s present curtailment plans, 
or Transco’s proposed curtailment plan, 
would, according to advice received by it 
from Eastern Shore, result in substan¬ 
tial curtailments of Stauffer’s deliveries 
during both the winter and summer sea¬ 
sons, and that the projected curtailments 
would render the Delaware City Plant 
inoperable for substantial periods of 
time, with consequent disastrous effects 
upon the production of the chain of items 
dependent upon carbon disulfide, such as 
cellophane, food packaging and distribu¬ 
tion materials; rayon yarn, textile and 
apparel products, tires, home building 
materials, industrial fabrics, and others. 

Stauffer alleges that the economic mul¬ 
tiplier effect of the curtailment of its 
supply of natural gas that would result 
in the absence of extraordinary relief is 
such that in spite of the relatively small 
volume of gas involved, billions of dol¬ 
lars would be lost and thousands erf jobs 
adversely affected as a result of the im¬ 


pact on the cellophane, food packaging, 
rayon, and agricultural chemicals indus¬ 
tries. Stauffer further alleges that the 
loss of cellophane production alone would 
have a severe impact on the distribution 
of adequate supplies of foods and other 
commodities to ultimate consumers, since 
food packaging substitutes are not avail¬ 
able and the food packaging industry 
would be unable to continue at existing 
levels of operation. 

Stauffer states that grant of the relief 
sought would enable it to meet its cus¬ 
tomers’ requirements of approximately 
152,000 tons of carbon disulfide annually, 
essentially the same tonnage produced 
by it during 1972-73. 

Stauffer claims that none of the na¬ 
tural gas deliveries sought by Stauffer in 
its petition would be used as boiler fuel. 

A shortened notice period in this mat¬ 
ter may be in the public interest. Any 
person desiring to be heard or to make 
protest with reference to said petition 
should, on or before October 25, 1974, 
file with the Federal Power Commission, 
825 North Capitol Street NE., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20426, petitions to intervene or 
protests in accordance with the require¬ 
ments of the Commission's rules of prac¬ 
tice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). 
All protests filed with the Commission 
will be considered by it in determining 
the proper action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties to 
a proceeding. Persons wishing to be¬ 
come parties to a proceeding or to par¬ 
ticipate as a party in any hearing therein 
must file petitions to intervene in accord¬ 
ance with the Commission’s rules. The 
petition is on file with the Commission 
and is available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

[PR Doc.74-23976 Piled 10-15-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket Noe. RP72-23; RP73-35J 

TRUNKLINE GAS CO. 

Extension of Procedural Dates 

October 8,1974. 

On September 19, 1974, Trunkline Gas 
Company filed a motion to extend the 
procedural dates fixed by Order issued 
July 31, 1974, in the above designated 
matter. The dates were deferred by no¬ 
tice isrued September 25, 1974, pending 
further action on this motion. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are modified as follows: 

Service of Trunkline Evidence, October 15, 
1974. 

Service of Staff Evidence. November 26, 1974. 
Service of Intervenor Evidence, December 10, 
1974. 

Service of Trunkline Rebuttal, December 24, 
1974. 

Hearing, January 6, 1975 (10 a.m.. e.d.t.). 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-23977 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

FIRST RANTOUL CORP. 

Order Approving Formation of Bank 
Holding Company 

First Rantoul Corporation, Urbana, 
Illinois, has applied for the Board’s ap¬ 
proval under section 3(a) (1) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842 
(a)(1)) of formation of a bank holding 
company through acquisition of 80 per¬ 
cent or more of the voting shares of The 
First National Bank of Rantoul, Rantoul 
Illinois (“Bank"). 

Notice of the application, affording op¬ 
portunity for interested persons to sub¬ 
mit comments and views, has been given 
in accordance with section 3(b) of the 
Act. The time for filing comments and 
views has expired, and the Board has 
considered the application and all com¬ 
ments received in light of the factors set 
forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

Applicant is a nonoperating corpora¬ 
tion organized for the purpose of be¬ 
coming a bank holding company through 
acquisition of Bank, deposits of $16 
million, representing .03 of 1 percent of 
the total commercial bank deposits in 
Illinois. 1 Bank is the eighth largest of 
the 20 commercial banks operating in the 
Champaign-Urbana SMSA banking mar¬ 
ket, and controls about 4 percent of total 
market deposits. The purpose of the pro¬ 
posed transaction is to convert owner¬ 
ship in Bank from individuals to a cor¬ 
poration owned by essentially the same 
individuals. Since Applicant has no pres¬ 
ent operations, consummation of the 
proposal would have no effect on existing 
or potential competition. Accordingly, the 
Board concludes that competitive con¬ 
siderations are consistent with approval 
of the application. 

The financial condition and manage¬ 
rial resources of Applicant are dependent 
upon those same conditions as they exist 
in Bank. Principals of Applicant ac¬ 
quired 80 percent of the stock of Appli¬ 
cant in recent months, and the Bank’s 
financial condition has improved under 
the new ownership. Applicant will incur 
acquisition debt in connection with this 
proposal; however, based on Bank’s pres¬ 
ent sound financial condition, its satis¬ 
factory management and past earnings, 
it appears that the projected dividends 
from Bank would be sufficient to provide 
the necessary funds for the retirement 
of Applicant's debt without placing a 
burden on Bank’s capital position. Pros¬ 
pects for Applicant and Bank appear 
favorable. Accordingly, considerations 
relating to the banking factors are con¬ 
sistent with approval of the application. 

Upon consummation of the proposal, 
Applicant intends to broaden Bank’s 
services in the areas of agricultural lend¬ 
ing, customer savings plans, and con¬ 
sumer loans. These considerations re¬ 
lating to the convenience and needs of 


1 AU banking data are as of December 31, 
1973. 
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the communities to be served, therefore, 
are consistent with approval of the appli¬ 
cation. It is the Board’s judgment that 
the proposed transaction would be in the 
public interest and that the application 
should be approved. 

On the basis of the record, the appli¬ 
cation is approved for the reasons sum¬ 
marized above. The transaction shall not 
be made (a) before the thirtieth calendar 
day following the effective date of this 
Order or (b) later than three months 
after the effective date of this Order, 
unless such period is extended for good 
cause by the Board, or by the Federal 
Reserve Bank of Chicago pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

By order of the Board of Governors,* 
effective October 4, 1974. 

[seal! Theodore E. Allison, 
Secretary of the Board. 

[FR Doc.74-24006 Filed l0-15-74;8:45 am 1 


HIGH COUNTRY INVESTMENT CORP. 

Order Approving Acquisition of Bank 

High Country Investment Corporation, 
Englewood, Colorado, a bank holding 
company within the meaning of the 
Bank Holding Company Act, has applied 
for the Board’s approval under section 
3(a)(3) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a) 
(3)) to acquire 100 percent of the voting 
shares (less directors* qualifying shares) 
of Bank of Evergreen, Evergreen, Colo¬ 
rado, i“Bank”), a proposed new bank. 

Notice of the application, affording 
opportunity for interested persons to 
submit comments and views, has been 
given in accordance with section 3(b) of 
the Act. The time for filing comments 
and views has expired, and the Board 
has considered the application and all 
comments received in the light of the 
factors set forth in section 3(c) of the 
Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

Applicant controls one bank. First 
State Bank, Idaho Springs, Colorado 
(“First State”), which ranks 188th 
among 251 commercial banks in Colo¬ 
rado. With $5.2 million in deposits. First 
State controls less than .1 of one per cent 
of the total deposits in commercial banks 
in the State. 1 Since Bank is a proposed 
new bank, consummation of the pro¬ 
posed acquisition would not immediately 
increase Applicant’s share of commercial 
bank deposits in the State. 

Bank, which is to be located 1.7 miles 
northwest of downtown Evergreen, a 
community on the outskirts of the Den¬ 
ver metropolitan area, will primarily 
serve Evergreen and several nearby coni- 


* Voting for this action: Chairman Burns 
and Governors Holland and Wallich. Voting 
against this action: Governors Mitchell and 
Sheehan. Absent and not voting: Governor 
Bucher. Dissenting statement of Governors 
Mitchell and Shehan filed as part of the 
original document. Copies available upon re¬ 
quest to the Board of Governors of the Fed¬ 
eral Reserve System, Washington, D.C. 20551 
or to the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta. 

. * 11 bankln 8 data are as of December 31, 


munities. The only other bank operating 
in this area is located in downtown Ever¬ 
green. Applicant’s only other subsidiary 
bank is located In Idaho Springs, which 
is thirty minutes driving time over 
mountainous roads from Evergreen. 
Since Bank is a new bank, consummation 
of the proposal would not eliminate any 
existing competition. Nor does it appear 
that the transaction would have adverse 
effects on the development of competi¬ 
tion in the future. Accordingly, competi¬ 
tive considerations are regarded by the 
Board as being consistent with approval 
of the application. 

The financial and managerial re¬ 
sources and future prospects of Applicant 
and its present subsidiary are regarded 
as satisfactory. While the proposed ac¬ 
quisition will require further borrowings 
for Bank’s capitalization and facilities, 
amortization of the debt, over a 12-year 
period, will be generated by earnings of 
Applicant’s present subsidiary bank and 
its insurance sales activity. An equity 
issue will provide the balance of the 
funds. In light of these factors and the 
anticipated growth of Bank, it appears 
that Applicant will have the necessary 
financial flexibility to meet its annual 
debt servicing requirements. Thus, con¬ 
siderations relating to banking factors 
are consistent with approval of the ap¬ 
plication. The addition of a new banking 
alternative to the Evergreen area should 
provide greater banking convenience for 
the residents of the area. Therefore, 
considerations relating to the con¬ 
venience and needs of the community 
to be served lend some weight toward 
approval of the application. It is the 
Board’s judgment that the proposed ac¬ 
quisition would be In the public interest 
and that the application should be 
approved. 

On the basis of the record, the appli¬ 
cation is approved for the reasons sum¬ 
marized above. 2 The transaction shall not 
be made (a) before the thirtieth calen¬ 
dar day following the effective date of 
this Order or (b) later than three 
months after that date, and (c) Bank of 
Evergreen. Evergreen, Colorado, shall be 
opened for business not later than six 
months after the effective date of this 
order. Each of the periods described in 
(b) and (c) may be extended for good 
cause by the Board or by the Federal Re¬ 
serve Bank of Kansas City pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

By order of the Board of Governors,* 
effective October 4,1974. 

I seal] Theodore E. Allison, 

Secretary of the Board. 

(FR Doc.74-24007 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 amJ 


•Dissenting Statement of Governors Mit¬ 
chell and Sheehan filed as part of the orig¬ 
inal document. Copies avaUable upon re¬ 
quest to the Board of Governors of the Fed¬ 
eral Reserve System, Washington. D.C. 20561, 
or to the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas 
City. 

•Voting for this action: Chairman Burns 
and Governors Holland and Wallich. Voting 
against this action: Governors Mitchell and 
Sheehan. Absent and not voting: Governor 
Bucher. 


KAYCO INVESTMENT CORP. 

Acquisition of Bank 

KAYCO Investment Corporation. Ne¬ 
vada. Missouri, has applied for the 
Board’s approval under section 3(a)(3) 
of the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
UB.C. 1842(a)(3)) to acquire 84.95 per¬ 
cent of the voting shares of First Na¬ 
tional Bank. Golden City, Missouri. The 
factors that are considered in acting on 
the application are set forth in section 
3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in writ¬ 
ing to the Secretary, Board of Gover¬ 
nors of the Federal Reserve System, 
Washington, D.C. 20551, to be received 
not later than November 1,1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System. October 4,1974. 

[seal] Theodore E. Allison, 

Secretary of the Board. 

f FR Doc.74-24008 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 


TEXAS AMERICAN BANCSHARES 

Application To Engage in the Underwriting 

of Credit Life and Credit Accident and 

Health Insurance 

Texas American Bancshares (formerly 
The Fort Worth National Corporation) 
Fort Worth, Texas, has applied, pursu¬ 
ant to section 4(c) (8) of the Bank Hold¬ 
ing Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1843(c) (8)) 
and § 225.4(b) (2) of the Board’s Reg¬ 
ulation Y, for permission to engage cfe 
novo in the underwriting of credit life 
and credit accident and health Insur¬ 
ance through its wholly owned subsidi¬ 
ary Financial Services Life Insurance 
Co., Fort Worth, Texas. Notice of the 
application was published on Septem¬ 
ber 25, 1974 in Commercial Recorder, a 
newspaper circulated in Fort Worth. 
Texas. 

Applicant states that the proposed 
subsidiary would engage in the activi¬ 
ties of underwriting credit life and credit 
accident and health insurance which is 
directly related to extensions of credit 
by the Applicant’s bank holding com¬ 
pany system. Such activities have been 
specified by the Board in § 225.4(a) of 
Regulation Y as permissible for bank 
holding companies, subject to Board ap¬ 
proval of individual proposals in accord¬ 
ance with the procedures of § 225.4(b). 

Interested persons may express their 
views on the question whether consum¬ 
mation of the proposal can “reasonably 
be expected to produce benefits to the 
public, such as greater convenience, in¬ 
creased competition, or gains in efficien¬ 
cy. that outweigh possible adverse 
effects, such as undue concentration of 
resources, decreased or unfair competi¬ 
tion, conflicts of interests, or unsound 
banking practices.” Any request for a 
hearing on this question should be ac¬ 
companied by a statement summarizing 
the evidence the person requesting the 
hearing proposes to submit or to elicit 
at the hearing and a statement of the 
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reasons why this matter should not be 
resolved without a hearing. 

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas. 

Any views or requests for hearing 
should be submitted in writing and 
received by the Secretary, Board of Gov¬ 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, 
Washington, D.C. 20551, not later than 
November 3, 1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, October 4, 1974. 

[seal] Theodore E. Allison, 

Secretary of the Board. 

[FR Doc.74-24009 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 


GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE 
CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 
Request for Clearance of Reports 

The following requests for clearance of 
reports intended for use in collecting 
information from the public were re¬ 
ceived by the Regulatory Reports Review 
Staff, GAO, on September 25, 1974. See 
44 U.S.C. 3512 (c) and (d). The purpose 
of publishing this list in the Federal 
Register is to inform the public of such 
receipt. 

The list includes the title of each re¬ 
quest received; the name of the agency 
sponsoring the proposed collection of in¬ 
formation; the agency form number, if 
applicable; and the frequency with which 
the information is proposed to be col¬ 
lected. 

Further information about the items 
on this list may be obtained from the 
Regulatory Reports Review Officer, 202- 
376-5425. 

Civil Aeronautics Board 

Request for clearance of the reporting 
requirements contained in the amend¬ 
ment to Part 241 concerning the report¬ 
ing of airport activity statistics for 
scheduled and nonscheduled services; 
frequency is quarterly; potential re¬ 
spondents are certified air carriers; re¬ 
porting burden is estimated at 2 hours 
for each respondent per response. 

Phillip S. Hughes, 
Assistant Comptroller General. 

|FR Doc.74-23996 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 


CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

Request for Clearance of Reports 

The following requests for clearance 
of reports intended for use in collecting 
information from the public were re¬ 
ceived by the Regulatory Reports Review 
Staff, GAO, on October 1, 1974. See 44 
U.S.C. 3512 (c) and (d). The purpose of 
publishing this list in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister is to inform the public of such 
receipt. 

The list includes the title of each re¬ 
quest received; the name of the agency 
sponsoring the proposed collection of 
information; the agency form number, 
if applicable; and the frequency with 


which the information is proposed to be 
collected. 

Further information about the items 
on this list may be obtained from the 
Regulatory Reports Review Officer, 202- 
376-5425. 

Consumer Product Safety Commission 

Request for clearance of a single time 
survey to conduct educational diagnoses 
of a random sample of the American 
population. 

This survey will be used to determine 
the awareness level, knowledge level and 
practice habits of consumers in relation 
to product safety. The survey will focus 
on toys, bicycles, selected recreational 
equipment, flammable products and igni¬ 
tion sources, child nursery equipment, 
and outdoor power equipment. Potential 
respondents are a representative sample 
of single family homes (about 1,300); 
respondent burden is one-half hour for 
each respondent per response. 


5. Discussion of OSIS Plans/Program: SIC 
Members. 

6. Discussion of Future of the Science In¬ 
formation Council: SIC Members. 

7. Final Remarks and Adjournment; 
Chairman, Science Information Council. 

This meeting shall be open to the pub¬ 
lic. Attendance will be limited accord¬ 
ing to space available. Persons who may 
want to attend should notify the Office 
of Science Information Service by tele¬ 
phone (202)632-5834 prior to the meet¬ 
ing. 

For further information concerning 
the Council, contact Mr. Andrew A. Aines, 
Office of Science Information Service, 
Rm. P-719, 1800 G Street, NW.. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20550. Summary minutes of 
this meeting may be obtained from the 
Management Analysis Office, Rm. K-720, 
1800 G Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 
20550. 

Fred K. Murakami, 
Committee Management Officer. 


Consumer Product Safety Commission October 9, 1974. 


Request for clearance of a single time 
form to conduct educational diagnoses 
of a random sample of the American 
population. The purpose of this survey 
is to determine the awareness level, 
knowledge level, and practice habits of 
the consumer in relation to product 
safety. The focus will be on toys, bicycles, 
selected recreational equipment, flamma¬ 
ble products and ignition sources, child 
nursery equipment, and outdoor power 
equipment. 

The survey will be broken down into 
three categories, children (9-18); adult 
(19-59); elderly (60 and over). Potential 
respondents are 1,440 households in a 
stratified sample of 24 United States 
counties. Respondent burden is estimated 
at 35 minutes for each respondent per 
response. 

Phillip S. Hughes, 
Assistant Comptroller General. 
|FR Doc.74-23994 Filed 10-16-74;8:45 am] 

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 
SCIENCE INFORMATION COUNCIL 
Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (P.L. 92-463), notice is 
hereby given that a meeting of the Sci¬ 
ence Information Council will be held 
on November 1, 1974, at 9 a.m., in room 
543, 1800 G Street, NW. Washington, 
D.C. 

The purpose of the Council, pursuant 
to P.L. 85-864, is to advise, to consult 
with, and to make recommendations to 
the Head of the Science Information 
Service. 

The agenda for this meeting will in¬ 
clude : 

1. Opening Remarks: Chairman, Science 
Information Council. 

2. General Remarks: Director, National 
Science Foundation. 

3. Welcome Statement: Acting Asst. Di¬ 
rector for National and International Pro¬ 
grams. 

4. Update of Office of Science Information 
Service (OSIS) Plans/Program: Head, Office 
of Science Information Service. 


[FR Doc.74-24036 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 


OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND 
BUDGET 


CLEARANCE OF REPORTS 


List of Requests 

The following is a list of requests for 
clearance of reports intended for use in 
collecting information from the public 
received by the Office of Management and 
Budget on October 10, 1974 (44 USC 
3509). The purpose of publishing this list 
in the Federal Register is to inform the 
public. 

The list includes the title of each re¬ 
quest received; the name of the agency 
sponsoring the proposed collection of in¬ 
formation; the agency form number, if 
applicable; the frequency with which the 
information is proposed to be collected; 
the name of the reviewer or reviewing 
division within OMB, and an indication 
of who will be the respondents to the pro¬ 
posed collection. 

The symbol (x) identifies proposals 
which appear to raise no significant is¬ 
sues, and are to be approved after brief 
notice through this release. 

Further information about the items 
on this Daily List may be obtained from 
the Clearance Office, Office of Manage¬ 
ment and Budget, Washington. D.C. 
20503 (202-395-4529), or from the re¬ 
viewer listed. 

New Forms 


FEDERAL RESERVE BOARD 

Special Survey of Loans to Nonbank Finan¬ 
cial Institutions, Forms-, Weekly. Hu- 

lett (396-4730), Selected commercial 
banks. 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND 
WELFARE 

ood and Drug Administration: National 
Survey of the Reported Behaviors, Knowl¬ 
edge Beliefs, and Attitudes of Physicians 
toward Diagnosis and Treatment of Hyper¬ 
tension, Form FDA 73-13, Single time, Han 
(395-4697), Doctors of medicine & osteop¬ 
athy. 
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National Institutes of Health: Twin Registry 
interim Health Questionnaire. Form OS 
No. NIH HL 17, Single time. Collins (395- 
3756). Adult male twins. 

Departmental: Study of Selected Coopera¬ 
tive Education Programs. Form OS 41-74, 
Single time, Planchon (395-3898), Uni¬ 
versity students. 

Revisions 

department of agriculture 

Statistical Reporting Service: 

Citrus Inquiries. Form -- Monthly, 

Lowry (395-3772), Citrus growers. 

pasture and Livestock Survey. Form-- 

Monthly. Lowry (395-3772), Cattle Op¬ 
erations. 

department of labor 

Employment Standards Administration: Re¬ 
quest for State or Federal Workers' Com¬ 
pensation Information, Form CM 905, Oc¬ 
cassional. Ellett (395-6172), Govt, agen¬ 
cies. 

Bureau of Labor Statistics: Digest of Se¬ 
lected Health and Insurance Plans. Form 
BLS 2866, Occasional, Collins (395-3756), 
Health and insurance plan administrators. 

Extensions 

None. 

Phillip D. Larsen, 
Budget and Management Officer. 

(FR Doc.74-24211 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 am) 

PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE 
DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 

COMMUNITY ADVISORY GfJpUP 
Notice of Meetings 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 
10 of Pub. L. 92-463, effective January 5, 
1973, notice is hereby given that meet¬ 
ings of the Community Advisory Group 
will be held on Thursday. November 7 & 
November 14th, 1974, at 2 p.m. 

The meetings will be held in the con¬ 
ference room of the Pennsylvania Ave¬ 
nue Development Corporation, Suite 1148 
of the Pennsylvania Building, 425 13th 
Street Northwest, Washington, D.C. 

The purposes of the meetings will be 
to review action on the Pennsylvania 
Avenue Plan by the Corporation’s Board 
of Directors and to review the Group’s 
charter and discuss what posture the 
Group’s activity should and could take 
in the future. 

The meeting will be open to the pub¬ 
lic to the extent that space and facili¬ 
ties will permit. 

For future information call Ms. 
Katherine Gresham, Urban Planner. 
Pennsylvania Avenue Development Cor¬ 
poration, Washington, D.C. Area code 
202/343-94 23. 

David W. Briggs, 
Acting General Counsel. 
[FRDoc.74-24168 Filed !0-15-74;8:45 ami 


OWNERS AND TENANTS ADVISORY 
BOARD 

Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to the provisions of section H 
L. 92-463, effective January 5 
notice is hereby given that a meet 
tog of the Owners and Tenants Advi 


sory Board will be held on Tuesday, Octo¬ 
ber 29,1974 at 2 p.m. 

The meeting will be held in the con¬ 
ference room of the Pennsylvania Ave¬ 
nue Development Corporation, Suite 1148 
at the Pennsylvania Building. 425 13th 
Street Northwest, Washington, D.C. 

The purposes of the meetings will be 
to review action on the Pennsylvania 
Avenue Plan by the Corporation’s Board 
of Directors and to review the Group’s 
charter and discuss what posture the 
Group's activity should and could take 
in the future. 

The meeting will be open to the pub¬ 
lic to the extent that space and facilities 
will permit. 

For further information call Ms. 
Katherine Gresham, Urban Planner, 
Pennsylvania Avenue Development Cor¬ 
poration, Washington, D.C. Area code 
202/343-9423. 

David W. Briggs. 

Acting General Counsel. 

[FR Doc.74-24167 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 ami 


RENEGOTIATION BOARD 

PERSONS HOLDING PRIME CONTRACTS 
OR SUBCONTRACTS FOR TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION BY WATER AS COMMON 
CARRIER 

Extension of Time for Filing Financial State¬ 
ments Under the Renegotiation Act of 
1951 

Every person who held a prime con¬ 
tract or subcontract for transportation 
by water as a common carrier at any 
time during the calendar year 1973 is 
hereby granted an extension of time 
until December 31, 1974 for filing a fi¬ 
nancial statement for such year pur¬ 
suant to section 105(e)(1) of the Re¬ 
negotiation Act of 1951, as amended. 

Dated: October 10, 1974. 

W. S. Whitehead, 

Chairman. 

[ FR Doc.74-24032 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 am| 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

CHICAGO BOARD OPTIONS EXCHANGE, 
INC. 

Non-disapproval of Amendment to Option 
Plan 

Notice is hereby given that on Sep¬ 
tember 26, 1974, the Commission con¬ 
sidered and did not disapprove a pro¬ 
posed amendment to the Option Plan of 
the Chicago Board Options Exchange, 
Inc. (CBOE) pursuant to Rule 9b-l (17 
CFR 240.9b-l). The CBOE had proposed 
an amendment to paragraph <d) of rule 
8.7 concerning the obligations of Market- 
Makers. This proposed change was orig¬ 
inally published at 39 FR 33747 on 
September 19, 1974. 

This amendment affects paragraph 
(d) of rule 8.7 and serves to clarify the 
obligations of Market-Makers when they 
trade in classes of option contracts for 
which they hold neither a Principal nor 
Supplemental Appointment. In practice, 
Market-Makers trading in non-ap- 


pointed classes have been expected to 
meet the same requirements as those im¬ 
posed upon Market-Makers holding 
Supplemental Appointments, i.e., Mar¬ 
ket-Makers trading in non-appointed 
classes now have the responsibility of 
fulfilling the affirmative obligations 
imposed by paragraph (b) whenever they 
are present in the trading crowd for a 
particular class of option contracts. 
CBOE stated that these amendments are 
proposed in order that the rule will re¬ 
flect current practice on the trading 
floor. 

Under CBOE’s proposed amendment, 
the provision in the rule governing the 
time at which a Market-Maker trading 
in non-appointed classes incurs obliga¬ 
tions is changed. At present the rule 
provides that a Market-Maker incurs 
obligations with respect to a non- 
appointed class only when he makes a 
bid or offer in that class; he may be 
present in the trading crowd, but so 
long as he does not speak he has no 
obligation. With the change, the Market- 
Maker will incur obligations with re¬ 
spect to a non-appointed class whenever 
he enters the trading crowd for that class 
in ether than a floor brokerage capacity. 
The timing in this regard is the same as 
that for Market-Makers holding a Sup¬ 
plemental Appointment. 

The amendment also alters the rule’s 
expression of the nature of the Market- 
Maker’s obligations with respect to non- 
appointed classes. By the deletion of the 
phrase “clauses (i) and (ii) of,” a Mar¬ 
ket-Maker trading in non-appointed 
classes will have to meet not only the 
spread and last sale restrictions imposed 
by clauses (i) and (ii) of paragraph <b> 
but will also have to meet the affirmative 
obligations imposed by that paragraph. 
Just as for Market-Makers trading in 
classes to which they hold a Supple¬ 
mental Appointment, whenever a Mar¬ 
ket-Maker is present in the trading 
crowd for a class in which he holds no 
appointment, he will have an obligation. 

to engage, to a reasonable degree under the 
existing circumstances in dealings for his 
own account when there exists, or it is reason¬ 
ably anticipated that there will exist, a lack 
of price continuity, a temporary disparity 
between the supply of and demand for a 
particular option contract, or a temporary 
distortion of the price relationships between 
option contracts of the same class. 

Should this proposed amendment be¬ 
come effective, there will remain two 
distinctions between trading in a class 
to which a Market-Maker holds a Sup¬ 
plemental Appointment and trading in a 
noa-appointed class. First, by virtue of 
guideline .03 under Rule 8.7, 75 percent 
of the Market-Maker’s transactions 
would be channeled into those particular 
classes of option contracts to which he 
holds Principal or Supplemental Ap¬ 
pointments. Only 25 percent of a Market- 
Maker’s trading volume would be avail¬ 
able for trading pursuant to 8.7(d). Sec¬ 
ond, a Market-Maker holding a Supple¬ 
mental Appointment would be subject to 
a call for Market-Makers by the board 
broker assigned to a particular class, 
while a Market-Maker not having a Sup- 
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plemental Appointment in that class 
would not be subject to such a call. An 
example will demonstrate the point: As¬ 
sume that Market-Maker A holds a Sup¬ 
plemental Appointment in Avon Products 
and that both Market-Maker A and 
Market-Maker B are in the trading 
crowd for Brunswick. If the board broker 
assigned to Avon options were to issue a 
call for Market-Makers, Market-Maker 
A would have an obligation to leave the 
Brunswick trading crowd and respond 
to the board broker’s call; Market-Maker 
B would not be under such an obligation. 

All interested persons are invited to 
submit their views and comments on the 
proposed amendment to CBOE’s plan 
either before or after it has become effec¬ 
tive. Written statements of views and 
comments should be addressed to the 
Secretary, Securities and Exchange Com¬ 
mission, 500 North Capitol Street, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20549. Reference should be 
made to file number 10-54. The proposed 
amendment is, and all such comments 
will be, available for public inspection 
at the Public Reference Room of the 
Securities and Exchange Commission at 
1100 L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

Dated: October 7,1974. 

(seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

IFR Doc.74-24024 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 ami 


[File No. 500-11 

EQUITY FUNDING CORPORATION OF 
AMERICA 

Suspension of Trading 

October 8,1974. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock, warrants to purchase the stock, 
9 ! /4 percent debentures due 1990, 5% 
percent convertible subordinated deben¬ 
tures due 1991, and all other securities 
of Equity Funding Corporation of Amer¬ 
ica being traded otherwise than on a 
national securities exchange is required 
in the public interest and for the pro¬ 
tection of investors; 

Therefore, pursuant to section 15 (c) 
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, trading in such securities otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange 
is suspended, for the period from Octo¬ 
ber 9, 1974 through October 18, 1974. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74 -24020 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 nm] 


[File No. 600-1 ] 

INDUSTRIES INTERNATIONAL, INC. 

Suspension of Trading 

October 8,1974. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Industries International, Inc. 
being traded otherwise than on a na¬ 


tional securities exchange is required in 
the public interest and for the protection 
of investors; 

Therefore, pursuant to section 15(c) 
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, trading in such securities otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange is 
suspended, for the period from October 9, 
1974 through October 18, 1974. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-24021 Filed 10-15-74;8:46 am| 


[812-3684J 

MASSACHUSETTS MUTUAL LIFE 
INSURANCE CO. 

Filing of Application 

October 7,1974. 

Notice is hereby given that Massachu¬ 
setts Mutual Life Insurance Company, 
1295 State Street, Springfield, Massachu¬ 
setts 01111, (the “Insurance Company” 
or “Applicant”) has filed an application 
pursuant to section 17(d) of the Act and 
rule 17d-l thereunder for an order of 
the Commission permitting Applicant to 
make a 20-year 8%% Mortgage loan (the 
“Mortgage”) to Richard Abel Proper¬ 
ties, Inc., (the “Mortgagor”) an affiliate 
of Richard Abel & Company. Inc. All in¬ 
terested persons are referred to the ap¬ 
plication on file with the Commission for 
a statement of the representations con¬ 
tained therein which are summarized 
below. 

The Insurance Company acts as in¬ 
vestment adviser to MassMutual Cor¬ 
porate Investors, Inc. (the “Fund”), a 
non-diversified, closed-end management 
investment company registered under the 
Investment Company Act of 1940 (the 
“Act”). Pursuant to an Order of the 
Commission issued on August 19, 1971 
(Investment Company Act Release No. 
6890), the Insurance Company is per¬ 
mitted to invest concurrently for its gen¬ 
eral account in each issue of securities 
purchased by the Fund at direct place¬ 
ment, and to exercise warrants, conver¬ 
sion privileges, and other rights at the 
same time. This Order is subject to sev¬ 
eral conditions. 

One condition generally requires that 
purchases at direct placement of securi¬ 
ties, which would be consistent with the 
investment policies of the Fund, be 
shared equally by the Insurance Com¬ 
pany and the Fund. Another condition 
requires that, after the Insurance Com¬ 
pany and the Fund have invested con¬ 
currently in the securities of an issuer, 
neither the Insurance Company nor the 
Fund, unless otherwise permitted by or¬ 
der of the Commission, shall require any 
further interest in an issuer or in any 
affiliated person of an issurer or in secu¬ 
rities issued by such issuer or affiliated 
person other than interests in all respects 
identical. 

The Mortgage is in the principal 
amount of $400,000 which will be pur¬ 
chased by the Insurance Company. The 
Insurance Company believes that the 


Mortgage would be an attractive invest¬ 
ment and would like to invest In this 
security but such investment would not 
be consistent with the terms of the Order 
of August 19, 1971 because the Insurance 
Company and the Fund already hold 
$1,000,000 principal amount each of the 
7% Convertible Subordinated Notes due 
1984 issued by Richard Abel & Company 
Inc. 

The policies of the Fund set forth in 
its Registration Statement on Form N- 
8B-1 under the Act specify that the prin¬ 
cipal investments of the Fund will be 
long-term obligations and occasionally 
preferred stocks purchased directly from 
the issuers, if such obligation* or pre¬ 
ferred stocks have “equity features” such 
as accompanying shares of common stock 
or rights to acquire or to convert such 
obligations or preferred stocks into such 
shares. The Mortgage does not have any 
accompanying equity features and, 
therefore, would not be an investment 
permitted by the investment policies of 
the Fund. Because the Insurance Com¬ 
pany and the Fund own securities of 
Richard Abel & Company, Inc., an affili¬ 
ate of the Mortgagor, and the Mortgage 
would not be an appropriate investment 
for the Fund, Applicant cannot comply 
with the condition that the Insurance 
Company and the Fund acquire further 
identical interests in Richard Abel & 
Company, Inc. or its affiliates. Iherefore, 
Applicant has applied for an order of 
the Commission pursuant to section 
17(d) of the Act and rule 17d-l there¬ 
under permitting the acquisition by 
Applicant to $400,000 in principal amount 
of the Mortgage subject to the conditions 
imposed in the Commissions order of 
August 19. 1971. 

Rule 17d-l adopted by the Commis¬ 
sion under section 17(d) of the Act pro¬ 
vides that “no affiliated person of • • * 
any registered investment company * • 
acting as principal, shall participate 
in, or effect any transaction in connec¬ 
tion with, any joint enterprise or other 
joint arrangement or profit sharing plan 
in which any such registered com¬ 
pany • ♦ • is a participant, and which 
is entered into, adopted or modified sub¬ 
sequent to the effective date of this rule, 
unless an application regarding such 
joint enterprise, arrangement or profit 
sharing plan has been filed with the 
Commission and has been granted by 
an order entered • • • prior to such 
adoption or modification.” It is also pro¬ 
vided that in passing upon such applica¬ 
tion, the Commission will consider 
whether the participation of such regis¬ 
tered or controlled company in such joint 
enterprise, joint arrangement or profit 
sharing plan on the basis proposed is 
consistent with the provisions, policies 
and purposes of the Act, and the ex¬ 
tent to which such participation is on a 
basis different from, or less advanta¬ 
geous than, that of other participants. 

Applicant submits that the proposea 
investment by the Insurance Company 
would not be disadvantageous to tne 
Fund and that the proposed transaction 
would be consistent with the general 
purposes of the Act. 
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Notice is further given that any inter¬ 
ested person may, not later than October 
29,1974, at 5:30 p.m., submit to the Com¬ 
mission in writing a request for a hear¬ 
ing on the matter accompanied by a 
statement as to the nature of his interest, 
the reason for such request, and the is¬ 
sues, if any, of act or law proposed to be 
controverted, or he may request that he 
be notified if the Commission should 
order a hearing thereon. Any such com¬ 
munication should be addressed: Secre¬ 
tary, Securities and Exchange Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of 
such request shall be served personally or 
by mail (air mail if the person being 
served is located more than 500 miles 
from the point of mailing) upon Appli¬ 
cant at the address stated above. Proof 
of such service (by affidavit, or in case of 
attomey-at-law, by certificate) shall be 
filed contemporaneously with the request. 
At any time after said date, as provided 
by rule 0-5 of the rules and regulations 
promulgated under the Act. an order dis¬ 
posing of the application herein will be 
issued as of course following said date 
unless the Commission thereafter orders 
a hearing upon request or upon the Com¬ 
mission’s own motion. Persons who re¬ 
quest a hearing, or advice as to whether 
a hearing is ordered, will receive any 
notices and orders issued in this matter, 
including the date of the hearing (if or¬ 
dered) and any postponements thereof. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Investment Management Regulation, 
pursuant to delegated authority. 

Cseal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-24026 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 am) 


(70-55551 

METROPOLITAN EDISON CO. 

Filing of Application Regarding Proposed 
Loan Agreement, the Issuance of a First 
Mortgage Bond and Request for Excep¬ 
tion From Competitive Bidding 

October 8, 1974. 

Notice is hereby given that Metropol¬ 
itan Edison Company (“Met-Ed”), 2800 
Pottsville Pike, Muhlenberg Township, 
Berks County, Pennsylvania 19605, an 
electric utility subsidiary company bf 
General Public Utilities Corporation 
(“GPU”), a registered holding company, 
has filed an application with this Com¬ 
mission pursuant to the Public Utility 
Holding Company Act of 1935 (“Act”), 
designating section 6(b) of the Act and 
rule 50 promulgated thereunder as ap¬ 
plicable to the proposed transaction. All 
interested persons are referred to the 
application, which is summarized below, 
for a complete statement of the proposed 
transaction. 

Met-Ed proposes to borrow, pursuant 
r^vT e provisions ot a Loan Agreement 
<the Loan Agreement”) between Met- 
Jj* and a syndicate of foreign banks (the 
,~ er l c i ers ”> represented by and includ- 
ing Merrill Lynch-Brown Shipley Bank 
Limited, up to $24,500,000, such borrow¬ 
ings to be evidenced by a like amount of 


first mortage bonds, to be issued by Met- 
Ed and dated October 31, 1974 (the “New 
Bonds”). The New Bonds shall bear in¬ 
terest at the rate of not in excess of one 
and one-half percent above the average 
of the Lenders’ London Interbank Office 
(“LIBO”) rates (based on a 360-day 
year) computed and payable semi-annu¬ 
ally. The LIBO present rate of interest 
is approximately 13 V 8 % for funds with 
a six months maturity. On the basis of 
that rate, the annual interest rate pay¬ 
able on the New Bonds would not ex¬ 
ceed 14%%, which is approximately 
equal to the effective rate (15%) at this 
time for short-term borrowing from U.S. 
banks at the prime rate (presenting gen¬ 
erally 12%) after taking into account 
the requirement that compensating bal¬ 
ances of 20% of the amounts borrowed 
be maintained in respect to such bor¬ 
rowings from U.S. banks. The indebted¬ 
ness evidenced by the New Bonds shall 
mature in the following installment? • 


Percentage Maturity 

of principal date of 

amount installment 

borrowed (mon ths ) 

15. 18 

15. 24 

15...... 30 

15. 36 

20. 42 

20_ 48 


The New Bonds may be prepaid with¬ 
out premium at any interest payment 
date. The New Bonds are to be issued 
under the Indenture dated November 1, 
1944, between Met-Ed and Guaranty 
Trust Company of New York (now 
Morgan Guaranty Trust Company of 
New York), Trustee, as heretofore sup¬ 
plemented and amended and as to be 
further supplemented and amended by a 
Supplemental Indenture to be dated Oc¬ 
tober 31. 1974. 

Met-Ed proposes to pay a fee not in 
excess of three-quarters of one percent 
of the principal amount borrowed in 
connection with the loan. 

Met-Ed has currently outstanding 
$348,950,000 amount of First Mortgage 
Bonds and debentures—$256,350,000 in 
bonds and $92,600,000 in debentures. 

The proceeds of the borrowing will be 
used by Met-Ed for the purpose of re¬ 
tiring the $24,500,000 principal amount 
of Met-Ed’s First Mortgage Bonds, 2%% 
Series due November 1,1974. 

The fees and expenses to be paid by 
Met-Ed in connection with the transac¬ 
tion, including legal fees, will be sup¬ 
plied by amendment. The Pennsylvania 
Public Utility Commission has jurisdic¬ 
tion with respect to Met-Ed’s proposed 
issuance of the New Bonds. No ether 
state commission and no federal com¬ 
mission, other than this Commission, 
has jurisdiction over the proposed 
transaction. 

Met-Ed requests an exception from the 
competitive bidding requirements of rule 
50 with respect to the proposed issuance 
of the New Bonds. Met-Ed’s debenture 
indenture requires two times coverage of 
interest, pro forma, on all funded debt 
(bonds and debentures). After the issu¬ 


ance of the New Bonds, interest coverage 
would be about 1.72%. The indenture 
limitations do not apply to debt issued for 
payment of funded debt at maturity. But, 
Met-Ed states that, considering the pro 
forma interest coverage, it would not be 
able to sell its New Bonds competitively 
in the United States under current mar¬ 
ket conditions. Met-Ed has concluded 
that a term bank loan would provide 
the best source of funds for this purpose 
and that it would be preferable to seek 
such a loan from foreign banks in light 
of Met-Ed’s substantial amount of short¬ 
term bank loans from United States 
banks. 

Notice is hereby given that any inter¬ 
ested person may, not later than Octo¬ 
ber 29, 1974, request in writing that a 
hearing be held on such matter, stating 
the nature of his interest, the reasons 
for such request, and the issues of fact 
or law raised by said application which 
he desires to controvert: or he may re¬ 
quest that he be notified if the Commis¬ 
sion should order a healing thereon. Any 
such request should be addressed: Sec¬ 
retary. Securities and Exchange Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy 
of such request should be served per¬ 
sonally or by mail (air mail if the person 
being served is located more than 500 
miles from the point of mailing) upon the 
applicant at the above-stated address, 
and proof of service (by affidavit or, in 
case of an attomey-at-law, by certifi¬ 
cate) should be filed with the request. At 
any time after said date, the application, 
as filed-or as it may be amended, may be 
granted as provided in rule 23 of the gen¬ 
eral rules and regulations promulgated 
under the Act, or the Commission may 
grant exemption from such rules as pro¬ 
vided in rules 20(a) ana 100 thereof or 
take such other action as it may deem 
appropriate. Persons who request a hear¬ 
ing or advice as to whether a hearing is 
ordered will receive any notices and 
orders issued in this matter, Including the 
date of the hearing (if ordered) and any 
postponements thereof. 

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Corporate Regulation, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-24025 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 


(File No. 7-4667] 

EL PASO CO. 

Application for Unlisted Trading Privileges 
and of Opportunity for Hearing 

October 8, 1974. 

In the matter of application of the 
PBW Stock Exchange, Inc. for unlisted 
trading privileges in a certain security. 

The above named national securities 
exchange has filed an application with 
the Securities and Exchange Commis¬ 
sion pursuant to section 12(f)(1)(B) of 
the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and 
rule 12f-l thereunder, for unlisted trad¬ 
ing privileges in the common stock of 
the following company, which security 
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is listed and registered on one or more 
other national securities exchange: 

The El Paso Co.File No. 7-4667. 

Upon receipt of a request, on or before 
October 24,1974 from any interested per¬ 
son, the Commission will determine 
whether the application shall be set down 
for hearing. Any such request should 
state briefly the nature of the interest 
of the person making the request and 
the position he proposes to take at the 
hearing, if ordered. In addition, any in¬ 
terested person may submit his views or 
any additional facts bearing on the said 
application by means of a letter ad¬ 
dressed to the Secretary, Securities and 
Exchange Commission, Washington, D.C., 
20549 not later than the date specified. 
If no one requests a hearing, the applica¬ 
tion will be determined by order of the 
Commission on the basis of the facts 
stated therein and other information 
contained in the official files of the 
Commission pertaining thereto. 

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Market Regulation, pursuant to dele¬ 
gated authority. 

[seal] Georce A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-24018 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 am] 


[File No. 7-46661 

OLIN CORP. 

Application for Unlisted Trading Privileges 
and of Opportunity for Hearing 

October 8,1974. 

In the matter of application of the 
PBW Stock Exchange Inc. for unlisted 
trading privileges in a certain security. 

The above named national securities 
exchange has filed an application with 
the Securities and Exchange Commis¬ 
sion pursuant to section 12(f) (1) (B) of 
the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and 
rule 12f—1 thereunder, for unlisted trad¬ 
ing privileges in the common stock of 
the following company, which security 
is listed and registered on one or more 
other national securities exchange: 

Olln Corp..File No. 7-4666. 

Upon receipt of a request, on or before 
October 24,1974 from any interested per¬ 
son, the Commission will determine 
whether the application shall be set 
down for hearing. Any such request 
should state briefly the nature of the 
interest of the person making the request 
and the position he proposes to take at 
the hearing, if ordered. In addition, any 
interested person may submit his views 
or any additional facts bearing on the 
said application by means of a letter 
addressed to the Secretary, Securities 
and Exchange Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20549 not later than the date speci¬ 
fied. If no one requests a hearing, the 
application will be determined by order 
of the Commission on the basis of the 
facts stated therein and other informa¬ 
tion contained in the official files of the 
Commission pertaining thereto. 


For the Commission, by the Division 
of Market Regulation, pursuant to dele¬ 
gated authority. 

fsEAL] George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-24019 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 am] 


[File No. 500-1] 

WESTGATE CALIFORNIA CORP. 

Suspension of Trading 

October 8,1974. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock (class A and B), the cumulative 
preferred stock (5% and 6%), the 6% 
subordinated debentures due 1979 and 
the 6*4% convertible subordinated de¬ 
bentures due 1987 being traded otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange 
is required in the public interest and for 
the protection of investors; 

Therefore, pursuant to section 15(c) 
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934. trading in such securities other¬ 
wise than on a national securities ex¬ 
change is suspended, for the period from 
Ocotber 9, 1974 through October 18,1974. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-24022 FUed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 


[File No. 500-1) 

ZENITH DEVELOPMENT CORP. 

Suspension of Trading 

October 8,1974. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Zenith Development Corpora¬ 
tion being traded otherwise than on a 
national securities exchange is required 
in the public interest and for the protec¬ 
tion of investors; 

Therefore, pursuant to section 15(c) 
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, trading in such securities otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange 
is suspended, for the period from Octo¬ 
ber 9, 1974 through October 18, 1974. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-24023 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 am] 

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
CHICAGO DISTRICT ADVISORY COUNCIL 
Meeting 

The Small Business Administration 
Chicago District Advisory Council will 
meet at 10:00 a.m.. Central Daylight 
Time, Thursday, October 31, 1974, at the 
Forum XXX, 7th and Adams Streets, 
Springfield, Illinois, to discuss such busi¬ 
ness as may be presented by members, 
the staff of the Small Business Adminis¬ 


tration, and others attending. For fur¬ 
ther information, call or write, Warren 
C. Keith, Small Business Administration 
219 South Dearborn Street, Chicago 
Illinois 60604, (312) 353-4435. 

Dated: October 7,1974. 

John Jameson, 

Director, Office of Advisory Councils, 
Small Business Administration . 
[FR Doc.74-24013 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 am) 


COLUMBUS DISTRICT ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 

Meeting 

The Small Business Administration 
Columbus District Advisory Council will 
meet at 9:30 a.m., Friday, November 22. 
1974, at the Imperial House—Arlington, 
1335 Dublin Road, Columbus, Ohio, to 
discuss such business as may be pre¬ 
sented by members, the staff of the Small 
Business Administration, and others at¬ 
tending. For further information, call or 
write, Frank D. Ray. 34 North High 
Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215, (614) 
469-7310. 

Dated: October 7,1974. 

John Jameson. 

Director, Office of Advisory 
Councils, Small Business Ad- 
istration. 

[FR Doc.74-24012 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 


DALLAS DISTRICT ADVISORY COUNCIL 
Meeting 

The Small Business Administration 
Dallas District Advisory Council will 
meet at 8:30 a.m., Tuesday. October 22, 
1974, at the First National Bank Build¬ 
ing in Dallas, Texas, to discuss such 
business as may be presented by mem¬ 
bers, the staff of the Small Business 
Administration, and others attending. 
For further information, call or write, 
Rush Crain, Small Business Administra¬ 
tion, 1720 Regal Row, Suite 230, Dallas, 
Texas 75235, (214) 749-2706. 

Dated: October 7,1974. 

John Jameson. 

Director, Office of Advisory 
Councils. x Small Business Ad - 
ministration . 

[FR Doc. 74-240 II FUed 10-15-74:8:45 am) 


OKLAHOMA CITY DISTRICT ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 

Meeting 

The Small Business Administration 
Oklahoma City District Advisory Coun¬ 
cil will convene at 1:00 p.m., Friday, 
October 18, 1974, Conference Room, 

Small Business Administration. Suite 
840, 50 Penn Place, Oklahoma City, Okla¬ 
homa 73118, to discuss such business as 
may be presented by members, the staff 
of the Small Business Administration, 
and others attending. For further infor- 
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mation, call or write Truman Branscum, 
at the above address, (405) 231-5237. 

Dated: October 7, 1974. 

John Jameson. 

Director, Office of Advisory 
Councils, Small Business Ad¬ 
ministration, 

JFB Doc.74-24014 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 ami 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
Office of the Secretary 
LOUIS SHOE CO., INC. 

Investigation Regarding Certification of 
Eligibility of Workers To Apply for Ad¬ 
justment Assistance 

The Department of Labor has received 
a Tariff Commission report containing 
an affirmative finding under section 
301(c)(2) of the Trade Expansion Act 
of 1962 with respect to its investigation 
of a petition for determination of eligi¬ 
bility to apply for adjustment assistance 
filed on behalf of the former workers pro¬ 
ducing footwear for women at the Louis 
Shoe Co.. Inc., Amesbury, Mass. (TEA- 
W-243). In view of the report and the 
responsibilities delegated to the Secre¬ 
tary of Labor under section 8 of Execu¬ 
tive Order 11075 (28 FR 473). the Direc¬ 
tor, Office of Foreign Economic Policy. 
Bureau of International Labor Affairs, 
has instituted an investigation, as pro¬ 
vided in 29 CFR 90.5 and this notice. The 
investigation relates to the determination 
of whether any of the group of workers 
covered by the Tariff Commission report 
should be certified as eligible to apply 
for adjustment assistance, provided for 
under Title m, Chapter 3, of the Trade 
Expansion Act of 1962, including the 
determination of related subsidiary sub¬ 
jects and matters, such as the date un¬ 
employment or underemployment began 
or threatened to begin and the subdivi¬ 
sion of the firm involved to be specified 
in any certification to be made, as more 
specifically provided in Subpart B of 29 
CFR Part 90. 

Interested persons should submit writ¬ 
ten data, views or arguments relating to 
the subjects of investigation to the Di¬ 
rector, Office of Foreign Economic Policy, 
U.S. Department of Labor. Washington. 
D.C. on or before October 21, 1974. 

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 7th 
day of October 1974. 

Gloria G. Vernon, 
Director , Office of 
Foreign Economic Policy, 
IFR Doc.74-24030 Filed 10-15-74; 8: 45 am] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice 610] 

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS 

October 10. 1974. 

Cases assigned for hearing, postpone- 
ment, cancellation, or oral argument ap- 
!*; ar below and will be published only 
fice. This list contains prospective as¬ 


signments only and does not include 
cases previously assigned hearing dates. 
The hearings will be on the issues as 
presently reflected in the Official Docket 
of the Commission. An attempt will be 
made to publish notices of cancellation 
of hearings as promptly as possible, but 
interested parties should take appropri¬ 
ate steps to insure that they are notified 
of cancellation or postponements of 
hearings in which they are interested. 
No amendments will be entertained after 
the date of this publication. 

MC 134922 Sub 81. B. J. McAdams. Inc., now 
assigned November 12, 1974, at Atlanta, 
Ga.. will be held In Room 305. 1252 West 
Peachtree St., N.W. 

MC 52460 Sub 147, Ellex Transportation, Inc., 
now assigned November 13, 1974, at Atlanta, 
Ga., will be held In Room 305, 1252 West 
Peachtree St., N.W. 

MC 106644 Sub 171, Superior Trucking Co., 
Inc., now assigned continued hearing No¬ 
vember 18, 1974. at Atlanta. Ga.. will be 
held at the Holiday Inn-Downtown, 175 
Piedmont Ave., N.E. 

MC 128473 Sub 5, Montana Express, Inc., 
petition now being assigned December 12, 
1974 <2 days), at Billings. Mont., in a hear¬ 
ing room to be later designated. 

MC 3647 Sub 448, Transport of New Jersey, 
MC 115116 Sub 26, Suburban Transit Corp., 
now being assigned hearing November 12, 
1974 (2 days). at Newark, NJ„ in a hearing 
room to be later designated. 

Tseal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary, 

[FR Doc.74-24071 Filed 10-15-75;8:45 am] 


[No. MC-112123 (Sub-No. 7) ] 

BEST WAY TRANSPORTATION, INC. 

Filing of Petition 

October 11, 1974. 

Notice of filing of petition for declara¬ 
tory order or, in the alternative, for in¬ 
terpretation of certificate, filed Septem¬ 
ber 23, 1974. 

Petitioner: BEST-WAY TRANS¬ 

PORTATION. INC., Berkeley, Calif. Peti¬ 
tioner’s representative: Raymond A. 
Greene, Jr., and William D. Taylor of 
Handler, Baker, & Greene, 100 Pine 
Street, Suite 2550, San Francisco, Calif. 
94111. 

Petitioner holds a certificate in No. 
MC-112123 (Sub-No. 7) authorizing it to 
perform service in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over described regular routes, 
transporting general commodities with 
the usual exceptions, serving, inter alia, 
the off-route point of Fort Huachuca, 
Ariz. Pursuant to such authority, peti¬ 
tioner has been providing service to 
Sierra Vista, Ariz. It is petitioner’s con¬ 
tention that Sierra Vista is within the 
terminal area of Fort Huachuca. It 
states, furthermore, that Fort Huachuca 
was annexed in December 1973 by the 
municipality of Sierra Vista and that 
these two points are, in fact, part of a 
totally homogeneous economic unit. Fort 
Huachuca had previously existed as a 
United States military reservation, and 
petitioner states that certain adminis¬ 
trative functions within Fort Huachuca 
have been retained by the Federal gov¬ 


ernment. As a result of these facts, peti¬ 
tioner takes the position that Fort 
Huachuca exists as an “unincorporated 
urban community’' within the corporate 
boundaries of the municipality of Sierra 
Vista. Petitioner avers that the Commis¬ 
sion’s District Supervisor believes that 
petitioner is unauthorized to serve Sierra 
Vista, and petitioner, therefore, seeks to 
have this controversy resolved. 

Petitioner is directed to submit a de¬ 
tailed map showing the boundaries of 
both Sierra Vista and Fort Huachuca 
as they existed before and after the 
above-mentioned annexation. Petitioner 
is also invited to submit any additional 
data of a political, economic, social, and 
demographic nature which might be 
helpful in resolving this matter. 

No oral hearing is contemplated at 
this time, but anyone wishing to make 
representaitons in favor, or against, the 
relief sought in the petiton may do so 
by the submission of written data, views, 
or arguments. An original and fifteen 
copies of such data, views, or arguments 
shall be filed with the Commission on or 
before November 25, 1974. A copy of each 
representation should be served upon 
petitioner’s representative. Written ma¬ 
terial or suggestions submitted will be 
available for public inspection at the 
Offices of The Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 12th and Constitution. 
Washington, D.C., during regular busi¬ 
ness hours. 

Notice to the general public of the 
matter herein under consideration will 
be given by depositing a copy of this 
notice in the Office of the Secretary of 
the Commission for public inspection 
and by filing a copy thereof with the 
Director, Office of the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

Tseal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary, 

(FR Doc.74-24065 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 amj 


| Ex Parte No. 241; Rule 19, Exemption 86 J 

CHICAGO, ROCK ISLAND AND 
PACIFIC RAILROAD CO. 

Exemption Under Mandatory Car Service 
Rules 

It appearing, that there is a massive 
movement of sugar beets originating at 
stations in Colorado on the lines of the 
Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Rail¬ 
road Company (RI); that the RI Is 
unable to furnish sufficient hopper cars 
from its own fleet; and that the use by 
the RI of hopper cars owned by other 
railroads is essential to enable it to 
transport these beets to sugar factories 
within a sufficient time to prevent spoil¬ 
age. 

It is ordered, That pursuant to the au¬ 
thority vested in me by Car Service Rule 
19, hopper cars described in the Official 
Railway Equipment Register, I.C.C. 
RJE.R. No. 392, issued by W. J. Trezise, or 
successive issues thereof, as having any¬ 
one of mechanical designations listed 
under the heading Class “H” Hopper Car 
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Type, owned by any railroad other than 
the RI are exempt from the provisions of 
Car Service Rules 1(a), 2(a), and 2(b), 
while used by the RI for transporting 
sugar beets from loading ramps to sugar 
factories, subject to conditions (a) to 
(g). inclusive, herein. 

(a) Nor more than twenty-five cars 
of any one ownership shall be inter¬ 
cepted by the RI and placed in sugar 
beet service. 

<b) Not more than two-hundred 
(200) such cars owned by other rail¬ 
roads, including such cars subject to 
Fifth Revised Service Order No. 1043 
and Revised Service Order No. 1171 
which the RI is authorized by the Com¬ 
mission in I.C.C. Modification Nos. 1 to 
each of those orders, shall be used by 
the RI in sugar beet service. 

(c) No cars owned by other railroads 
and accessible to the RI after unloading 
is sugar beet or unit-train coal service 
shall be intercepted by the RI and placed 
in its sugar beet service. 

(d) No car owned by another railroad 
having a capacity of 180,000 lb. or more 
shall be intercepted by the RI for sugar 
beet service without the specific consent 
of the car owner. 

(e) Cars owned by railroads serving 
Denver, Colorado, intercepted and used 
by the RI for sugar beet service shall be 
returned empty to the owner by the RI 
or by the line serving the sugar factory 
after unloading sugar beets. Such cars 
must not be returned empty to the RI 
or used by it for repeated loading with 
sugar beets. 

(f) Cars owned by railroads not serv¬ 
ing Denver, Colorado, shall be re¬ 
turned to the RI for subsequent loading 
with sugar beets. 

(g) The RI shall place in sugar beet 
service at least three-hundred (300) 
hopper cars of it own fleet and retain 
such cars in sugar beet service until all 
cars of other ownerships have been 
ordered returned to their owners. 

Effective 12:01 a.m., October 3, 1974. 

Expires 11:59 p.m., December 15, 1974. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., October 3, 
1974. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal] R. D. Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[PR Doc.74-24068 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 am] 


FOURTH SECTION APPLICATION FOR 
RELIEF 

October 10, 1974. 

An application, as summarized below, 
has been filed requesting relief from the 
requirements of section 4 of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Act to permit common 
carriers named or described in the ap¬ 
plication to maintain higher rates and 
charges at intermediate points than 
those sought to be established at more 
distant points. 

Protests to the granting of an applica¬ 
tion must be prepared in accordance 
with Rule 40 of the general rules of 


practice (49 CFR 1100.40) and filed on 
or before October 31, 1974. 

FSA No. 42886— Beet or Cane Sugar to 
Oskaloosa, Iowa . Filed by Western Trunk 
Line Committee, Agent (No. A-2710), for 
interested rail carriers. Rates on sugar, 
beet or cane, in carloads, as described in 
the application, from points in trans¬ 
continental and western trunk-line ter¬ 
ritories, to Oskaloosa, Iowa. 

Grounds for relief—Returned ship¬ 
ments and rate relationship. 

Tariffs—Supplement 160 to Western 
Trunk Line Committee, Agent, tariff 
159-0, I.C.C. No. A-4481, and 2 other 
schedules named in the application. 
Rates are published to become effective 
on November 15,1974. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary . 

[PR Doc.74-24072 Piled 10-15-74:8:45 am] 


[I.C.C. Order 134; Rev. O.O. 994] 

LEHIGH VALLEY RAILROAD CO. 

Rerouting or Diversion of Traffic 

In the opinion of R. D. Pfahler, Agent, 
the Lehigh Valley Railroad Company, 
(John F. Nash and Robert C. Haldeman, 
Trustees) (LV) is unable to transport 
traffic over portions of its line to and 
from Cortland, New York, because of 
track conditions. 

It is ordered , That: (a) The LV being 
unable to transport traffic over its line 
to and from Cortland, New York, be¬ 
cause of unsafe track conditions is here¬ 
by authorized to reroute or divert such 
traffic via any available route. Traffic 
necessarily diverted by authority of this 
order shall be rerouted so as to preserve 
as nearly as possible the participation 
and revenues of other carriers provided 
in the original routing. 

(b) Concurrence of receiving roads to 
be obtained . The railroad desiring to di¬ 
vert or reroute traffic under this order 
shall receive the concurrence of other 
railroadr to which such traffic is to be 
diverted or rerouted, before the rerout¬ 
ing or diversion is ordered. 

(c) Notification to shippers . Each car¬ 
rier rerouting cars in accordance with 
this order shall notify each shipper at 
the time each car is rerouted or diverted 
and shall furnish to such shipper the new 
routing provided under this order. 

(d) Inasmuch as the diversion or re¬ 
routing of traffic is deemed to be due to 
carrier disability, the rates applicable to 
traffic diverted or rerouted by said Agent 
shall be the rates which were applicable 
at the time of shipment on the shipments 
as originally routed. 

(e) In executing the directions of the 
Commission and of such Agent pro¬ 
vided for in this order, the Common 
carriers involved shall proceed even 
though no contracts, agreements, or ar¬ 
rangements now exist between them with 
reference to the divisions of the rates of 
transportation applicable to said traffic. 
Divisions shall be, during the time this 
order remains in force, those voluntarily 


agreed upon by and between said car¬ 
riers: or upon failure of the carriers to 
so agree, said divisions shall be those 
hereafter fixed by the Commission in ac¬ 
cordance with pertinent authority con¬ 
ferred upon it by the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act. 

(f) Effective date. This order shall be¬ 
come effective at 9:30 a.m., October 3 
1974. 

(g) Expiration date. This order shall 
expire at 11:59 p.m., November 8, 1974. 

It is further ordered, That this order 
shall be served upon the Association of 
American Railroads, Car Service Divi¬ 
sion, as agent of all railroads subscribing 
to the car service and car hire agreement 
under the terms of that agreement, and 
upon the American Short Line Railroad 
Association; and that it be filed with 
the Director, Office of the Federa 1 Regis¬ 
ter. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., October 3, 
1974. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal] R. D. Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[PR Doc.74-24067 Piled 10-15-74:8:45 am] 


[Ex Parte 305] 

NATIONWIDE INCREASE OF TEN PERCENT 
IN FREIGHT RATES AND CHARGES, 1974 

Corrected Order 1 

At a General Session of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, held at its office 
in Washington, D.C., on the 3d day of 
October 1974. 

Upon consideration of the record in the 
above-entitled proceeding, the views ex¬ 
pressed at oral argument before the 
Commission on August 27, 1974, the peti¬ 
tions and other pleadings detailed in our 
order dated August 21, 1974, and the fol¬ 
lowing additional pleadings: 

(1) Petition filed August 21. 1974, by 
the Soo Line Railroad Company for 
modification of the Commission’s order 
dated July 18,1974; 

(2) Petition filed August 21, 1974, by 
the Grand Trunk Western Railroad Com¬ 
pany for reconsideration and modifica¬ 
tion of the Commission’s prior orders 
herein insofar as this petitioner is 
concerned; 

(3) Petition filed July 3, 1974, by the 
Wine Institute for reconsideration of the 
order of the Commission dated June 3, 
1974, with regard to the increase appli¬ 
cable to wdne and winery products; 

(4) Petition filed July 5, 1974, by the 
Pacific Northwest Grain and Grain 
Products Association for an order mak¬ 
ing more definite and certain the phrase 
“recognized customs of the trade” in the 
Commission’s order dated June 3, 1974; 

(5) Replies filed by respondent rail¬ 
roads July 22, 1974, to petitions in (3) 


1 The original order was Inadvertently 
shown as being entered at a Session of tai 
Interstate Commerce Commission ratner 
than a **GeneraI Session". 
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and (4) above; and revised reply filed 
August 9,1974. 

(6) Letter of Penn Central Transpor¬ 
tation Company dated August 14. 1974, 
requesting construction that Penn Cen¬ 
tral may apply proceeds of the rate in¬ 
crease to current maintenance programs; 

(7> Replies filed pursuant to our order 
dated August 28. 1974. by American 
Bakers Association; Pacific Northwest 
Traffic League; National Industrial Traf¬ 
fic League; General Mills. Inc.; Illinois 
Grain Corp.. FS Services, Inc.; The Fer¬ 
tilizer Institute; Bethlehem Steel Corpo¬ 
ration; The Construction Aggregate Rail 
Shippers Conference. Inc. (CARS); The 
CECO Corporation; AMAX, Inc.; Hor- 
mel & Co., Oscar Mayer & Co., John Mor¬ 
rell Si Co., Rath Packing Co.; American 
Textile Manufacturers Institute, Inc., 
North Carolina Textile Manufacturers 
Assoc., Inc., South Carolina Textile 
Manufacturers Assoc., Inc., Georgia- 
Alabama Textile Traffic Assoc., Inc.; 
Wedron Silica Division of Del Monte 
Properties, Co.; Property Owners 1 Com¬ 
mittee (coal interests); and Firestone 
Tire Si Rubber Company; and a reply 
filed August 28,1974, by John G. Troiana, 
Trustee of the property of the Lehigh 
and Hudson Railway Company. Debtor, 
in opposition to Penn Central’s prior 
request for relief; and 

It appearing, that as indicated in our 
order dated August 21, 1974, various 
railroads in reorganization seek modifi¬ 
cation of the July 18, 1974 order to per¬ 
mit the transfer of funds segregated in 
Account 716. Capital and Other Reserve 
Funds, to Account 701, Cash, if necessary 
to meet cash requirements for continued 
operation of such railroads; 

It further appearing, that similar re¬ 
quests for relief for railroads in reorga¬ 
nization were presented at oral argument 
and in (6>, above; 

It further appearing, that respondent 
railroads, in their supplemental petition 
described in our order dated August 21, 
1974, and at oral argument, request 
clarification and amendment of the 
Commission’s orders to accomplish the 
ioilowing two purposes: 

<1> To permit funds obtained from 
the Ex Parte No. 305 increase to be 
used for new or increased maintenance 
ana capital improvement programs; 


To permit bankrupt and marginal 
toaik to use funds obtained from the 
r* Parte No. 305 increase, if necessary, 
w> meet cash requirements for continued 
operation. 

h further appearing, that by reply 
w tne railroads’ supplemental petition 
20 - 1974 - the Chesapeake 
ana Ohio Railway Company, The Balti- 

We ir ° hl °, Railroad Company and 
rtf. < Mar y ,and Railway Company 
Ha 6 S . ystem) ind ‘cated that the 
Zfn. dm « lt s Proposed above do not rep- 
S«w th 5, n osiUon of the Chessie 
entm^i f hich contends it should “be 

autwl^ . Use such revenue l from the 
authorized Increases] for any valid cor- 
porate purposes;” 

tionpre r f h ®/. a PP earin g. that the peti- 
ers in (l) and (2) above, in said 


petitions and at oral argument, request 
modification of outstanding orders to 
permit the revenues derived herein to 
be used for any capital improvements 
or maintenance projects which improve 
the quantity or quality of railroad serv¬ 
ice, whether or not delayed or deferred; 

It further appearing, that other peti¬ 
tioners, including the Chicago and 
Northwestern Transportation Com¬ 
pany and the Chicago South Shore and 
South Bend Railway Company seek re¬ 
consideration or modification of our or¬ 
ders in the respects set forth in our order 
dated August 21, 1974; 

It further appearing, that the Florida 
East Coast Railway Company contends 
unrestricted use of the revenues from 
the increase should be permitted for a 
carrier whose expenditures for mainte¬ 
nance and capital improvements exceed 
the average of the railroad industry; 

It further appearing, that the ac¬ 
counting and reporting requirements as 
defined and specified in the order of 
July 18, 1974, are necessary for the Com¬ 
mission to be informed about the extent 
of deferred maintenance and delayed 
capital improvements which must be 
overcome to provide adequate and im¬ 
proved service to shippers, as specifically 
identified as of June 30,1974, by railroad 
management; 

It further appearing, that, as previ¬ 
ously indicated, the Commission in¬ 
tends that revenues generated by the 
increases authorized herein, over and 
above the amount specified for increased 
material and supply costs, other than 
fuel, be used by respondents exclusively 
for reducing deferred maintenance of 
plant and equipment and delayed capital 
improvements in order that rail service 
to the shippers be improved; however, 
should the situation of a particular car¬ 
rier require special treatment, applica¬ 
tion should be made to the Commission 
and the matter will be considered on an 
individual basis; 

It further appearing, that although 
some of the shippers and shipper asso¬ 
ciations replying herein are opposed to 
any modification of our orders, a num¬ 
ber of replicants, including the National 
Industrial Traffic League, recognize that 
the particular circumstances of a par¬ 
ticular carrier might warrant relief, pro¬ 
vided such relief is accorded on the basis 
of an individual petition or applica¬ 
tion served upon all parties setting forth 
the justification therefor, and that the 
parties are afforded an opportunity to 
reply; 

It further appearing, that in the 
event the funds to be segregated in Ac¬ 
count 716, Capital and Other Reserve 
Funds, pursuant to the orders entered 
in this proceeding, exceed the dollar 
amount of deferred maintenance or de¬ 
layed capital improvements “as specifi¬ 
cally identified as of June 30, 1974, by 
railroad management” then it would be 
consistent with the intention of the 
Commission if such excess funds in Ac¬ 
count 716 were to be expended for new 
and additional capital improvements 
over and above those presently under¬ 
taken, scheduled or otherwise committed, 


provided that specific evidence as to such 
proposed expenditures shall be submitted 
in advance for approval to the Commis¬ 
sion Division 2; 

And it further appearing, that it would 
serve no useful purpose to deny the use 
of funds segregated in Account 716, Capi¬ 
tal and Other Reserve Funds, should a 
transfer to Account 701, Cash, become 
imperative for continued operation and 
sufficient funds are not available from 
other sources; 

It is ordered, That railroads in reorga¬ 
nization may transfer funds segregated 
in Account 716, Capital and Other Re¬ 
serve Funds, in accordance with account¬ 
ing instructions in the July 18, 1974 
order, to Account 701, Cash, provided 
other funds are not available and the 
transfer is necessary to meet cash re¬ 
quirements for continued operation, and 
that a report shall be filed with the Com¬ 
mission, Division 2, immediately upon the 
transfer showing the date of transfer, 
amount of funds transferred, and full 
explanation of the circumstances giving 
rise to the necessity for such transfer; 

It is further ordered , That any rail¬ 
road not in reorganization which finds 
it imperative to expend the funds gen¬ 
erated by the authorized increase for 
operating purposes to avoid curtailment 
of transportation service or to avoid the 
filing of a petition in reorganization may 
make application to the Commission, Di¬ 
vision 2, for approval of the proposed 
transfer and use of such funds, said ap¬ 
plication to be accompanied by support¬ 
ing financial and statistical information 
and a certification that the funds are 
necessary for the purposes aforesaid; 

It is further ordered. That railroad re¬ 
spondents, if any, which are unable to 
use the full amount of the funds gener¬ 
ated by the increase for deferred main¬ 
tenance or delayed capital improvements, 
as defined in this proceeding, may ex¬ 
pend such funds for new and additional 
capital improvements providing advance 
approval is obtained from the Commis¬ 
sion, Division 2, as above set forth; 

It is further ordered, That any peti¬ 
tions for relief or other pleadings filed 
in this matter shall be served upon all 
parties, and the parties shall be afforded 
an opportunity to file representations in 
response thereto within 10 days from the 
date of service, prior to which time action 
will not be taken on any proposed trans¬ 
fer except in the case of an extreme 
emergency; 

It is further ordered, That the peti¬ 
tioning electric railway. Chicago South 
Shore, may report the information re¬ 
quired in the Commission’s order of July 
18. 1974, using the account numbers pro¬ 
vided for such items in the uniform sys¬ 
tem of accounts for electric railways in 
lieu of the account numbers for railroad 
companies shown in the Appendices to 
the order. 

It is further ordered , That in all other 
respects, the petitions detailed in our 
order dated August 21, 1974, and the 
petitions and contentions above described 
be, and they are hereby, denied for the 
reason that sufficient grounds have not 
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been presented to warrant the action 
sought, without prejudice, however, to 
further requests for relief pursuant to 
the procedures hereinabove set forth. 

And it is further ordered, That notice 
of this order shall be given to the general 
public by depositing a copy in the Office 
of the Commission's Secretary and by 
filing a copy with the Director, Office of 
the Federal Register, for publication in 
the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

1FR Doc.74-24070 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 am] 


[Ex Parte No. MC-37 (Sub-No. 25) J 

SPECTOR FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC. 

Commercial Zones and Terminal Areas 

October 11, 1974. 

Petitioner: Spector Freight System, 
Inc., Chicago, m. Petitioner’s representa¬ 
tive: Leonard R. Kofkin, Axelrod, Good¬ 
man, Steiner & Bazelon, 39 South LaSalle 
8t., Chicago. Ill. 60603. By petition filed 
June 17, 1974, the above-named peti¬ 
tioner requests that the Commission is¬ 
sue a declaratory order for the purpose 
of defining the commercial zone of Jack- 
son, Miss. 

The limits of the present commercial 
zone of Jackson are now determined by 
application of the population-mileage 
formula enunciated in Ex Parte No. MC- 
37, Commercial Zones and Terminal 
Areas . 46 M.C.C. 665 (1946) (49 CFR 
1048.101). Such formula gives Jackson 
(with 1970 census of 153,968 persons) a 
commercial zone of 5 miles. 

Petitioner states that the City of Jack- 
son has annexed the Jackson Municipal 
Airport, but that because the Airport is 
disconnected from the political bound¬ 
aries of Jackson it is unclear whether the 
commercial zone should be measured 
from the annexed boundaries, as well as 
the base municipality. Petitioner, citing 
Central Freight Lines, Inc., v. East Texas 
Motor Freight, 96 M.C.C. 150 (1964), 
takes the position that the annexed, 
albeit disconnected area, should be in¬ 
cluded in determination of the Jackson 
commercial zone. 

No oral hearing is contemplated at 
this time, but anyone wishing to make 
representations in favor, or against, the 
relief sought in the petition may do so 
by the submission of written data, views, 
or arguments. An original and fifteen 
copies of such data, views, or arguments 
shall be filed with the Commission on or 
before November 25. 1974. A copy of each 
representation should be served upon 
petitioner’s representative. Written ma¬ 
terial or suggestions submitted will be 
available for public inspection at the 
Offices of The Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, 12th and Constitution, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., during regular business 
hours. 

Notice to the general public of the 
matter herein under consideration will 
be given by depositing a copy of this 


notice in the Office of the Secretary of 
the Commission for public inspection and 
by filing a copy thereof with the Director, 
Office of the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-24066 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE MOTOR COMMON 
CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

Elimination of Gateways 

October 10, 1974. 

The following letter-notices of propos¬ 
als to eliminate gateways for the pur¬ 
pose of reducing highway congestion, 
alleviating air and noise pollution, mini¬ 
mizing safety hazards, and conserving 
fuel have been filed with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission under the Com¬ 
mission’s Gateway Elimination Rules (49 
CFR 1065(a)), and notice thereof to 
all interested persons is hereby given 
as provided in such rules. 

An original and two copies of pro¬ 
tests against the proposed elimination 
of any gateway herein described may be 
filed with the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission by October 26, 1974 from the 
date of this publication. A copy must 
also be served upon applicant or Its rep¬ 
resentative. Protests against the elimi¬ 
nation of a gateway will not operate to 
stay commencement of the proposed 
operation. 

Successively filed letter-notices of the 
same carrier under these rules will be 
numbered consecutively for convenience 
in identification. Protests, if any, must 
refer to such letter-notices by number. 

No. MC 730 (Sub-No. E56), filed 
May 13. 1974. Applicant: PACIFIC IN¬ 
TERMOUNTAIN EXPRESS CO., P.O. 
Box 638, Oakland. Calif. 94612. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: R. N. Cooledge 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petroleum and petroleum products, 
as described in Appendix XIII to the 
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates . 61 M.C.C. 209, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from Boise. Evans, Fruit- 
land. Pocatello, and Twin Falls, Idaho, 
to points in that part of California in 
and south of Sonoma, Napa, Yolo, Sac¬ 
ramento, and El Dorado Counties (except 
points in San Bernardino, Riverside, and 
Imperial Counties). The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Sparks, Nev. 

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No. E14), filed 
May 23, 1974. Applicant: DALLAS & 
MAVIS FORWARDING CO., INC., 
4000 West Sample Street, South Bend, 
Ind. 46627. Applicant’s representative: 
Charles Pieroni (same as above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Tractors (limited 
to contractors’ equipment and except 
truck tractors); (1) from points in 
Maine, Vermont, and New Hampshire to 
points in the United States (except 


points in Vermont, Maine, New Hamn 
shire, Maryland, Delaware. New 
Jersey. Pennsylvania. New York. Mas¬ 
sachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode is¬ 
land. West Virginia, Virginia, Tennessee 
North Carolina. South Carolina Georgia 
Florida, and Hawaii); (2) from points 
in Maine. Vermont, and New Hampshire 
to points in that part of Georgia on and 
west of a line beginning at the Georgia- 
North Carolina State line and extending 
along UB. Highway 19 to junction In¬ 
terstate Highway 75, thence along In¬ 
terstate Highway 75 to the Georgia- 
Florida State line; (3) from points in 
Maine, Vermont, and New Hampshire to 
points in that part of Florida on, west 
and south of a line beginning at the 
Florida-Georgia State line and extend¬ 
ing along Interstate Highway 75 to junc¬ 
tion Interstate Highway 10, thence along 
Interstate Highway 10 to junction Flor¬ 
ida Highway 121, thence along Florida 
Highway 121 to junction Florida High¬ 
way 16, thence along Florida Highway 16 
to St. Augustine and the Atlantic Ocean: 
(4) from points in Maine. Vermont, and 
New Hampshire, to points in that part 
of New York on and west of a line begin¬ 
ning at Lake Ontario and extending 
along U.S. Highway 15 to junction New 
York Highway 21, thence along New 
York Highway 21 to the New York- 
Pennsylvania State line; (5) from points 
in Maine, Vermont, and New Hamp¬ 
shire to points in that part of 
Tennessee on and west of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Georgia-Tennessee State line 
and extending along U.S. Highway 11 to 
Knoxville, thence along Tennessee High¬ 
way 33 to junction U.S. Highway 25E, 
thence along U.S. Highway 25E to the 
Tennessee-Virginia State line; (6) 
from points in Maine, Vermont, and New 
Hampshire, to points in that portion of 
West Virginia on and west of a line be¬ 
ginning at the Pennsylvania-West 
Virginia State line and extending along 
U.S. Highway 19 to Beckley, thence along 
West Virginia Highway 16 to the West 
Virginia-Virginia State line. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Batavia, N.Y. 


No. MC 52979 (Sub-No. E2), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: HUNT TRUCK 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 72, Rockwell City. 
Iowa 50579. Applicant’s representative: 
William L. Fairbank. 900 Hubbell Bldg., 
Des Moines. Iowa 50309. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over irregular route, 
transporting: Plaster, plasterboard, 

plasterboard joint system, line products, 
and gypsum products , from Fort Dodge. 
Iowa, and points within 6 miles thereof, 
to points in Iowa and South Dakota 
within 10 miles of Larch wood. Iowa. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of points in Minnesota within 
10 miles of Larchwood, Iowa. 


MC 52979 (Sub-No. E3>. flj#j 
1974. Applicant: HUNT TRUCK 
INC., P.O. Box 72, Rockwell City. 
0579. Applicant’s representative 
l L. Fairbank, 900 Hubbell Blag, 
loines, Iowa 50309. Authority 
to operate as a common carrier, 
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by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Automotive supplies which 
are petroleum products, in containers, 
from Chicago, Ill., to Sioux Palls, S. Dak. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Larchwood, Iowa. 

No. MC 52022 (Sub-No. 7G), (correc¬ 
tion), filed June 4. 1974, published in the 
Federal Register October 1, 1974. Appli¬ 
cant: SANTINI BROS. INC., d.b.a.. THE 
SEVEN BROTHERS AND THE SEVEN 
SANTINI BROTHERS, 1405 Jerome 
Ave., Bronx, N.Y. 10452. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1776 
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10019. The 
application remains as previously pub¬ 
lished except the docket number has 
been corrected. Previously published as 
No. MC 5022 (Sub-No. 7G). 

No. MC 61592 (Sub-No. E57), filed 
July 4, 1974. Applicant: JENKINS 

TRUCK LINE, INC., R.R. 3, Box 697, 
Jeffersonville, Ind. 47130. Applicant’s 
representative: Bob Jenkins (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Ag¬ 
ricultural implements (other than 
hand), and such pumps and pump parts 
and castings, pressure and water softner 
tanks as are used for agricultural pur¬ 
poses from Horicon, Wis., to St. Louis, 
Mo., and Omaha, Nebr. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Moline, Ill. 

No. MC 61592 (Sub-No. E58), filed 
July 4, 1974. Applicant: JENKINS 

TRUCK LINE, INC., R.R. 3, Box 697, 
Jeffersonville, Ind. 47130. Applicant’s 
representative: Bob Jenkins (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meat, meat products, and meat by¬ 
products, and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses, as described in sec¬ 
tions A and C of Appendix I to the report 
in Descriptions in Motor Carrier Cer¬ 
tificates. 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except 
hides, skins, and commodities in bulk), 
from Namps, Ind., to the plant site of 
Armour-Dial at Fort Madison, Iowa. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of points in Minnesota. 

No. MC 61592 (Sub-No. E65), filed 
July 4, 1974. Applicant: JENKINS 

TRUCK LINE, INC., R.R. 3, Box 697, 
Jeffersonville, Ind. 47130. Applicant’s 
representative: Bob Jenkins (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Parts used in the manufacture of agri¬ 
cultural implements (except commodi¬ 
ties in bulk, in tank vehicles), from 
Points in California, Idaho, Maine, 
Massachusetts, Montana, Nevada, New 
Hampshire, Oregon, Rhode Island, Utah, 
Washington, and Wyoming, to St. Louis, 
Mo The purpose of this filing is to 
Iowju ^ gateway Davenport, 

N°- MC 61592 (Sub-No. E67). filed 
Jmy 4, 1974 , Applicant: JENKINS 


NOTICES 

TRUCK LINE, INC.. R.R. 3, Box 697. 
Jeffersonville, Ind. 47130. Applicant’s 
representative: Bob Jenkins (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Gas 
meters, between Fort Dodge, Iowa, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Illinois south of U.S. Highway 40 and 
St. Louis, Mo. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of Rock Is¬ 
land, m. 

No. MC 61592 (Sub-No. E69), filed 
July 4, 1974. Applicant: JENKINS 

TRUCK LINE, INC., R.R. 3, Box 697, 
Jeffersonville, Ind. 47130. Applicant’s 
representative: Bob Jenkins (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Tractors 
(except truck tractors designed primarily 
for the transportation of property over 
highways and except tractors which 
because of size and weight require the 
use of special equipment), and attach¬ 
ments therefore, from New Orleans, La., 
to points in Maine, Michigan, New 
Hampshire, Vermont, and West Virginia. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Decatur, Ga. 

No. MC 61592 (Sub-No. E80), filed 
July 5, 1974. Applicant: JENKINS 

TRUCK LINE, INC., R.R. 3, Box 697, 
Jeffersonville, Ind. 47130. Applicant’s 
representative: Bob Jenkins (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Such 
building board, wall board, insulation 
board, and laminated flakeboard, and 
accessories and supplies used in the in¬ 
stallation thereof which are wood prod¬ 
ucts (except chemicals and liquid wood 
products), from points of entry on the 
International Boundary line between the 
United States and Canada in Minnesota, 
to points in Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, 
Mississippi, Missouri, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, and 
Virginia. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Wright City, 
Mo. 

No. MC 61592 (Sub-No. E82>, filed 
July 5. 1974. Applicant: JENKINS 

TRUCK LINE, INC., R.R. 3, Box 697, 
Jeffersonville, Ind. 47130. Applicant’s 
representative: Bob Jenkins (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Such 
building board, wall board, insulation 
board, and laminated flakeboard, and ac¬ 
cessories and supplies used in the in¬ 
stallation thereof which are wood prod¬ 
ucts (except chemicals and liquid wood 
products), from ports of entry on the 
International Boundary line between the 
United States and Canada in Maine, to 
points in Arkansas, Colorado, Kansas, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, Missouri, Mon¬ 
tana, Nebraska, New Mexico, North 
Dakota, Oklahoma, South Dakota, Ten¬ 
nessee, Texas, and Wyoming. Restricted 
to the transportation of traffic moving 
In foreign commerce. The purpose of this 
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filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Wright City, Mo. 

No. MC 71536 (Sub-No. El), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: ARROW CAR¬ 
RIER CORPORATION, 160 U.S. Route 
17, Rochelle Park, N.J. 07662. Applicant’s 
representative: T. J. O’Rourke (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, commodities re¬ 
quiring special equipment, and those 
injurious or contaminating to other 
lading), between Philadelphia, Pa., and 
points within 15 miles of Philadelphia, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Ulster County, N.Y., and points 
in that part of Orange County, N.Y., on 
and east of a line beginning at the New 
York-New Jersey State line, thence along 
New York Highway 284 to junction New 
York Highway 17M, thence along New 
York Highway 17M to junction New York 
Highway 302, thence along New York 
Highway 302 to the Orange Comity- 
Ulster County line. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateways of 
Philadelphia, Pa., and points in Bergen 
or Passaic Counties, N.J., for points 
within 15 miles of Philadelphia, Pa., and 
points in Bergen or Passaic Counties, 
N.J., for Philadelphia, Pa. 

No. MC 100666 (Sub-No. E74), filed 
May 30, 1974. Applicant: MELTON 
TRUCK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 7666, 
Shreveport, La. 71107. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Richard W. May (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Sheet 
iron roofing from points in Arkansas to 
points in Florida (except from that part 
of Arkansas on, east, and south of a 
line from the Arkansas-Louisiana State 
line along U.S. Highway 167 to the junc¬ 
tion of U.S. Highway 79, thence along 
U.S. Highway 79 to the junction of Ar¬ 
kansas Highway 114, thence along Ar¬ 
kansas Highway 114 to the junction of 
U.S. Highway 65, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 65 to the junction of Arkansas High¬ 
way 54, thence along Arkansas Highway 
54 to the Arkansas River, thence along 
the Arkansas River to the Mississippi 
River, to points in Florida on and west 
of a line from the Florida-Aiabama State 
line along Florida Highway 81 to the 
junction of Florida Highway 20, thence 
along Florida Highway 20 to the junc¬ 
tion of Florida Highway 79, thence along 
Florida Highway 79 to the Gulf of Mex¬ 
ico. The purpose of this filing is to elimi¬ 
nate the gateway of West Memphis, Ark., 
and Shreveport, La. 

No. MC 103993 (Sub-No. E32), filed 
May 25, 1974. Applicant: MORGAN 
DRIVE AWAY, INC., 2800 W. Lexington 
Ave., Elkhart, Ind. 46514. Applicant’s 
representative: Paul D. Borghesani 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
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vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Prefabricated buildings, in sec¬ 
tions, from points in that part of Florida 
south of a line beginning at Bayport, 
thence along Florida Highway 595 to 
junction Florida Highway 50, thence 
along Florida Highway 50 to junction 
Interstate Highway 95, thence along In¬ 
terstate Highway 95 to junction Florida 
Highway 70,.thence along Florida High¬ 
way 70 to Fort Pierce, to points in North 
Carolina, South Carolina, and Virginia. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of points in Pinellas Coun¬ 
ty, Fla. 

No. MC 103993 (Sub-No. E39), filed 
May 25, 1974. Applicant: MORGAN 
DRIVE AWAY, INC., 2800 W. Lexington 
Ave., Elkhart, Ind. 46514. Applicant’s 
representative: Paul D. Borghesani 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Prefabricated steel buildings; 
and (2) Prefabricated building sections 
and panels, and equipment and mate- 
rials incidental to the erection and 
completion of such buildings when 
shipped therewith, from points in Ken¬ 
tucky and Tennessee, to points in 
Maine. New Hampshire, Vermont, points 
in that part of New York north of New 
York Highway 7. and points in that part 
of Pennsylvania north and west of a 
line beginning at the Pennsylvania-Ohio 
State line, thence along Interstate 
Highway 80 to junction Interstate High¬ 
way 81, thence along Interstate Highway 
81 to the New York-Pennsylvania State 
line. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Niles, Warren, 
and Youngstown, Ohio. 

No. MC 103993 (Sub-No. E40), filed 
May 25. 1974. Applicant: MORGAN 
DRIVE AWAY, INC.. 2800 W. Lexington 
Ave., Elhart, Ind. 46514. Applicant’s 
representative: Paul D. Borghesani 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Prefabricated buildings, complete, 
knocked down, or in sections, and equip¬ 
ment and materials incidental to the 
erection and completion of such build¬ 
ings when shipped therewith (except in 
bulk). (1) from points in Michigan, to 
points in North Carolina, South Caro¬ 
lina, and Virginia: and (2) from points 
in Ohio, to points in North Carolina and 
South Carolina. The purpose of this fil¬ 
ing is to eliminate the gateway of the 
plant site of Walker-Parkersburg, di¬ 
vision of Textron, Inc., at Parkersburg, 
W. Va. 

No. MC 103993 (Sub-No. E52). filed 
5/25/74. Applicant: MORGAN DRIVE 
AWAY, INC., 2800 W. Lexington 
Ave., Elhart. Ind. 46514. Applicant’s 
representative: Paul D. Borghesani 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Prefabricated buildings, complete, 
knocked down, or in sections, and equip¬ 
ment and materials incidental to the 
erection and completion of such build¬ 


ings when shipped therewith, (1) from 
points in Iowa and Minnesota, to points 
in North Carolina, South Carolina, and 
Virginia: and (2) from points in Wis¬ 
consin, to points in North Carolina and 
South Carolina. The purpose of this fil¬ 
ing is to eliminate the gateway of Mon- 
ticello, Iowa. 

No. MC 103993 (Sub-No. E51), filed 
5/25/74. Applicant: MORGAN DRIVE 
AWAY, INC., 2800 W. Lexington Ave., 
Elkhart, Indiana 46514. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Paul D. Borghesani (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Prefabricated Buildings. complete, 
knocked down, or in sections, and equip¬ 
ment and materials incidental to the 
erection and completion of such build¬ 
ings when shipped therewith, (1) from 
points in Alabama, Georgia. Illinois, In¬ 
diana. Kentucky. Ohio, Tennessee, West 
Virginia, and points in that part of 
Michigan south of U.S. Highway 10 to 
points in Oregon and Washington: and 
(2) from points in Missouri, to points in 
Oregon. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of the plant site 
of the Brinkley Company in Warren 
County, Mo. 

No. MC 103993 (Sub-No. 53), filed 
5/25/74. Applicant: MORGAN DRIVE 
AWAY, INC., 2800 W. Lexington Ave., 
Elkhart. Indiana 46514. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Paul D. Borghesani (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Pre¬ 
fabricated buildings, complete, knocked, 
or in sections, and equipment and mate¬ 
rials incidental to the erection and com¬ 
pletion of such building when shipped 
therewith (except in bulk), from points 
in Tennessee, to points in Connecticut. 
Massachusetts, New Jersey. Rhode Is¬ 
land, points in that part of New York 
south of New York Highway 7, and 
points in that part of Pennsylvania south 
of a line beginning at the Pennsylvania- 
Ohio State line, thence along Interstate 
Highway 80 to junction Interstate High¬ 
way 81. thence along Interstate Highway 
81, to the New York-Pennsylvania State 
line. The purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateway of the plant site of 
Walker-Parkersburg, a division of Tex- 
ton, Inc., at Parkersburg, W. Va. 

No. MC 107064 (Sub-No. E4), filed 
May 21, 1974. Applicant: STEERE 

TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 2998, 
Dallas, Tex. 75221. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: H. L. Rice, Jr. (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Petroleum 
products, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from; 
(a) points in Moore, Hutchinson, Rob¬ 
erts, Potter, Carson, Gray, Randall, 
Armstrong, Donley, Castro, Swisher, 
Briscoe, Hall, Lamb, Hale. Floyd, Motley, 
Hockley, Lubbock, Crosby, Dickens, 
Terry, Lynn, Garza, Kent, Gaines, Daw¬ 
son, Borden, and Scurry Counties, Tex., 
and those parts of Childress, Cottle, 
King, Stonewall, Fisher and Jones Coun¬ 


ties, Tex., on and west of U.S. Highway 
83, to points in that part of California 
on and west of a line beginning at the 
International Boundary line between the 
United States and Mexico, thence along 
California State Highway 111 to Cali¬ 
fornia Highway 86, thence along Cali¬ 
fornia Highway 86 to Interstate 10, 
thence along Interstate Highway 10 to 
Interstate Highway 5, thence along In¬ 
terstate Highway 5 to the California- 
Oregon State line; and (b) from points 
in Andrews, Martin, Howard, Mitchell, 
Nolan, Loving, Winkler, Midland, Glass¬ 
cock, Sterling, Coke, Reeves, Ward, 
Crane, Upton, Reagan, Irion, Tom 
Green, Pecos, Terrell, Crockett, Schlei¬ 
cher, Sutton, Val Verde, Kinney, and 
Maverick Counties, Tex., and those parts 
of Taylor, Runnels, Concho, Menard. 
Kimble. Kerr, Edwards, Real, Uvalde, 
Zavala. Dimmit. Webb. Zapata, Stair, 
Hidalgo, and Cameron Counties, Tex., 
on and west of U.S. Highway 83, to 
points in California. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of any 
point in Ector County, Tex. 

No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. E551), filed 
May 29, 1974. Applicant: MATLACK, 
INC., 10 W. Baltimore Ave., Lansdowne, 
Pa. 19050. Applicant’s representative: 
John Nelson (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Sulphuric acid and phos¬ 
phate fertilizer solutions, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Uncle Sam. La., to points 
in Connecticut and Rhode Island. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of Baton Rouge. La.. Greens¬ 
boro, N.C., and points in New Jersey. 

No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. E552), filed 
May 29, 1974. Applicant: MATLACK, 
INC., 10 W. Baltimore Ave., Lansdowne, 
Pa. 19050. Applicant’s representative: 
John Nelson (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes, 
transporting: Cement, in bulk, and bags, 
from Decatur, Ala., to points in Florida 
and Louisiana. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of Leeds, Ala. 

May 29, 1974. Applicant: REFRIG¬ 

ERATED TRANSPORT CO.. INC.. P O. 
Box 308, Forest Park, Ga. 33050. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: R. M. Tettlcbaum, 
Suite 375, 3379 Peachtree Rd. NE.. 
Atlanta, Ga. 30326. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Fresh and cured meats, in vehicles 
equipped with mechanical refrigeration, 
from points in Florida on and east ox * 
line beginning at the Georgia-Florioa 
State line, thence along Florida Highway 
53 to junction UB. Highway 27, thence 
along U.S. Highway 27 to junction Flor¬ 
ida Highway 51. thence along Florida 
Highway 51 to the Gulf of Mexico, to 
points in that part of Kentucky on ana 
east of a line beginning at the Kentucky- 
Tennessee State line, thence along 
Highway 27 to junction U.S. Highway 15 ■ • 
thence along U.S. Highway 150 to me 
Kentucky-Indiana State line. TTic pu - 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gaie- 
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ways of (1) any point that is both 
within 5 miles of Macon, Ga., and within 
the Macon commercial zone (except 
Macon), or defined by the Commission 
and (2) Bristol, Term. 

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. E177), filed 
May 29, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED TRANSPORT CO., INC., P.O. Box 
308, Forest Park, Ga. 33050. Applicant’s 
representative: R. M. Tettlebaum, Suite 
375,3379 Peachtree Rd. NE., Atlanta, Ga. 
30326. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Fresh and 
cured meats , and dairy products, as de¬ 
scribed in the Appendix to the report in 
Modification of Permits—Packing House 
Products, 46 M.C.C. 23 and 48 M.C.C. 
628. between points in Florida, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Ten¬ 
nessee on and east of a line beginning at 
the Georgia-Tennessee State line, thence 
along U.S. Highway 41 to junction U.S. 
Highway 231. thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 231 to the Tennessee-Kentucky State 
line (except McMinnville). The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of any point that is both within the 
commercial zone of Atlanta, Ga., and 
within 10 miles of Atlanta (except 
Atlanta). 


No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. E178), filed 
May 29, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED TRANSPORT CO.. INC., P.O. 
Box 308, Forest Park, Ga. 33050. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: R. M. Tettlebaum, 
Suite 375, 3379 Peachtree Rd. NE., 
Atlanta, Ga. 30326. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods, from points in Florida 
to points in Kentucky, Ohio, Illinois, 
Indiana, Michigan,' Wisconsin, Iowa, 
Minnesota, Nebraska, and Missouri. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of either Gainesville, Ga., or 
Florence, Ala. 


No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. E180), filed 
May 29, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED TRANSPORT CO., INC., P.O. 
Box 308, Forest Park, Ga. 33050. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: R. M. Tettlebaum, 
Suite 375, 3379 Peachtree Rd. NE., 
Atlanta, Ga. 30326. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods, from points in Florida 
to points in Idaho, Nevada, and Utah. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Atlanta, Ga. 


No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. E181), filed 
May 29, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED TRANSPORT CO., INC., P.O. 
Box 308. Forest Park, Ga. 33050. Appli¬ 
cants representative: R. M. Tettlebaum, 
Suite 375, 3379 Peachtree Rd. NE., 
Atlanta, Ga. 30326. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
0 7 er ^regular routes, transport- 
n^. Meats, meat products, and meat by- 
an< * dairy products, as de¬ 
scribed in Section A and B of Appendix I 
w the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
7 66, from Memphis, Tenn., to that por¬ 


tion of Virginia on and east of a line 
beginning at the North Carolina-Virginia 
State line, thence along U.S. Highway 
221 to junction U.S. Highway 220, thence 
along U.S. Highway 220 to junction In¬ 
terstate Highway 81, thence along Inter¬ 
state Highway 81 to the Virginia-West 
Virginia State line. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
either the plant sites of Family Foods, 
Inc., or Ambrosia Chocolate Company, 
Division of W. R. Grace and Company at 
Charlotte, N.C. 

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. E305), filed 
May 29, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED TRANSPORT CO., INC., P.O. 
Box 308, Forest Park. Ga. 33050. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: R. M. Tettlebaum, 
Suite 375, 3379 Peachtree Rd. NE., 
Atlanta, Ga. 30326. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods, from Louisville, Ky., 
to points in that part of New'York on 
and east of a line beginning at the In¬ 
ternational Boundary line between the 
United States and Canada, thence along 
New York Highway 30 to junction Inter¬ 
state Highway 90. thence along Inter¬ 
state Highway 90 to the Massachusetts- 
New York State line, that part of Massa¬ 
chusetts on and east of a line beginning 
at the New York-Massachusetts State 
line, thence along Interstate Highway 90 
to junction U.S. Highway 7, thence 
along U.S. Highway 7 to the Massachu- 
setts-Connecticut State line, and that 
part of Connecticut on and east of a 
line beginning at the Connecticut- 
Massachusetts State line, thence along 
U.S. Highway 7 to junction Connecticut 
Highway 37, thence along Connecticut 
Highway 37 to junction Connecticut 
Highway 34, thence along Connecticut 
Highway 34 to the Long Island Sound. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Mendon, Mich. 

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. E306), filed 
May 29, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED TRANSPORT CO., INC., P.O. Box 
308, Forest Fark, Ga. 33050 Applicant’s 
representative: R. M. Tettlebaum, Suite 
375, 3379 Peachtree Rd. NE., Atlanta, Ga. 
30326. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meats, 
meat products, and meat by-products, as 
described in Section A of Appendix I to 
the report in Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 
(except commodities in bulk, and hides), 
in vehicles equipped with mechanical re¬ 
frigeration. from Louisville, Ky., to that 
part of Texas on and south of a line be¬ 
ginning at the Louisiana-Texas State 
line, thence over Texas Highway 12 to 
junction Interstate Highway 10, thence 
over Interstate Highway 10 to junction 
Interstate Highway 35, thence over In¬ 
terstate Highway 35 to junction U.S. 
Highway 81, thence over U.S. Highway 
81 to junction U.S. Highway 57, thence 
over U.S. Highway 57 to the Interna¬ 
tional Boundary line, between the United 
States and Mexico, restricted to traffic 
originating at the plant sites and ware¬ 


house facilities of Armour & Company 
and Wilson Certified Foods, Inc., at Lou¬ 
isville. Ky. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of Montgom¬ 
ery, Ala. 

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. E308), filed 
May 29. 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED TRANSPORT. CO., INC., P.O. Box 
308, Forest Park, Ga. 33050. Applicant’s 
representative: R. M. Tettlebaum, Suite 
375, 3379 Peachtree Rd. NE.. Atlanta, 
Ga. 30320. Authority sought to operate 
as common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Frozen foods, from the plantsite of 
Standard Foods, Inc., at Louisville, Ky., 
to Chattanooga, Tenn., that part of Mis¬ 
sissippi on and south of a line beginning 
at the Mississippi-Alabaina State line 
thence along Mississippi Highway 16 to 
junction Mississippi Highway 492, thence 
along Mississippi Highway 492 to junc¬ 
tion Mississippi Highway 21, thence along 
Mississippi Highway 21 to junction U.S. 
Highway 80, thence along U.S. Highway 
80 to junction Mississippi Highway 483, 
thence along Mississippi Highway 483 to 
junction Mississippi Highway 28, thence 
along Mississippi Highway 28 to junction 
U.S. Highway 61, thence along Highway 
61 to the Mississippi-Louisiana State 
line, and that part of Louisiana on and 
south of a line-beginning at the Missis- 
sippi-Louisiana State line, thence along 
U.S. Highway 84 to junction Louisiana 
Highway 8, thence along Louisiana High¬ 
way 8 to the Louisiana-Texas State line, 
restricted to traffic originating at the 
named plantsite at Louisville, Ky. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Rossville, Ga. 

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. E310), filed 
May 2 9, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED TRANSPORT CO., INC., P.O. Box 
308, Forest Park, Ga. 33050. Applicant’s 
representative: R. M. Tettlebaum, Suite 
375, 3379 Peachtree Rd. NE., Atlanta, Ga. 
30326. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meat 
and meat products, from Covington, Ky., 
to Norfolk, Suffolk, Portsmouth, Hamp¬ 
ton, and Virginia Beach, Va. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of (1) Gatesville, N.C.. and (2) 
Rocky Mount, N.C. 

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. E311), filed 
May 29, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED TRANSPORT CO.. INC., P.O. Box 
308, Forest Park, Ga. 33050. Applicants 
representative: R. M. Tettlebaum, Suite 
375, 3379 Peachtree Rd. NE., Atlanta, Ga. 
30326. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Unfrozen 
meat and unfrozen meat products (ex¬ 
cept commodities in bulk, in tank vehi¬ 
cles, and. hides), from Adairsville, Ky., 
to points in New Hampshire, Maine, 
Delaware, that part of Virginia on and 
east of Interstate Highway 95, that part 
of Maryland on and east of U.S. High¬ 
way 301, that part of Pennsylvania on 
and east of a line beginning at the Penn- 
sylvania-Maryland State line, thence 
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along U.S. Highway 1 to junction U.S. 
Highway 202, thence along U.S. Highway 
202 to junction Pennsylvania Highway 
100, thence along Pennsylvania Highway 
100 to junction Pennsylvania Highway 
663, thence along Pennsylvania Highway 
663 to junction Pennsylvania Highway 
212, thence along Pennsylvania Highway 
.12 to the Pennsylvania-New Jersey 
^tate line, that part of New Jersey on 
sr.d east of a line beginning at the Penn¬ 
sylvania-New Jersey State line, thence 
along U.S. Highway 22 to junction New 
Jersey Highway 57. thence along New 
Jersey Highway 57 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 46, thence along U.S. Highway 46 
to Nebeong, thence along U.S. Highway 
206 to the Pennsylvania-New Jersey State 
line, and that part of New York on and 
east of a line beginning at the New York- 
New Jersey State line, thence along In¬ 
terstate Highway 84 to junction Inter¬ 
state Highway 87, thence along Inter¬ 
state Highway 87 to Glens Falls. N.Y., 
thence along New York Highway 4 to 
the New York-Vermont State line, re¬ 
stricted against the transportation of 
traffic originating at Nashville, Tenn. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Gatesville, N.C. 

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. E334). filed 
May 29, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED TRANSPORT CO., INC., P.O. Box 
308, Forest Park, Ga. 33050. Applicant’s 
representative: R. M. Tettlebaum, Suite 
375, 3379 Peachtree Rd. NE., Atlanta, Ga. 
30326. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Frozen 
bakery products, in vehicles equipped 
with mechanical refrigeration, from the 
plant site of Ole South Foods Company, 
at Little Rock, Ark., to the District of 
Columbia, and points in Connecticut, 
Delaware, Massachusetts, Michigan, 
New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsyl¬ 
vania. Rhode Island, Maryland, and West 
Virginia, that part of Wisconsin on and 
east of a line beginning at the Wiscon- 
sin-Illinois State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 51 to junction U.S. Highway 2, 
thence along U.S. Highway 2 to the Wis¬ 
consin-Michigan State line, that part of 
Illinois on and east of a line beginning 
at the Illinois-Indiana State line, thence 
along Interstate Highway 94 to junction 
Interstate Highway 294, thence along 
Interstate Highway 294 to junction U.S. 
Highway 14, thence along U.S. Highway 
14 to the Ulinois-Wisconsin State line 
and that part of Indiana on and east 
of a line beginning at the Indiana-Ulinois 
State line, thence along U.S. Highway 41 
to junction U.S. Highway 36. thence 
along U.S. Highway 36 to junction Indi¬ 
ana Highway 59, thence along Indiana 
Highway 59 to junction Indiana High¬ 
way 48, thence along Indiana Highway 
48 to junction U.S. Highway 231,.thence 
along U.S. Highway 231 to the Indiana - 
Kentucky State line, restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at 
the plant site of Ole South Foods, Co., 
at Little Rock, Ark. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
the plant site of Food Specialties of Ken¬ 


tucky, Division of Oscar Ewing, Inc., in 
Jefferson County, Ky. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1097), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Cotton¬ 
seed oil, soybean oil, and peanut oil, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
that part of North Carolina on and west 
of Interstate Highway 85, to points in 
that part of Florida on and west of a line 
beginning at the Georgia-Florida State 
line, thence along Interstate Highway 
75 to junction Interstate Highway 95, 
thence along Interstate Highway £5 to 
the Atlantic Ocean. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Macon, Ga. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1098), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Cotton¬ 
seed oil, soybean oil, and peanut oil, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
that part of North Carolina on and east 
of Interstate Highway 85, to points in 
that part of Alabama on and south of 
U.S. Highway 80. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Macon, Ga. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1099), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Crude cottonseed oil and crude soya bean 
oil. in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Ra¬ 
leigh, N.C., and points in North Carolina 
within 5 miles thereof, (1) to points in 
that part of Pennsylvania on and east 
of U.S. Highway 11 (Portsmouth, Va.)*, 
(2) to New York, N.Y., and points in New 
Jersey (Portsmouth, Va., and points in 
Aston Township, Pa.) *, and (3) to points 
in Connecticut, Massachusetts, and 
Rhode Island (Portsmouth, Va., points 
in Aston Township, Pa., and New York, 
N.Y.) *. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways indicated by the 
asterisks above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1100), filed 
May 20. 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Crude cottonseed oil and crude soya bean 
oil , in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Char¬ 
lotte, N.C., and points in North Caro¬ 
lina within 5 miles thereof, (1) to points 
in that part of Pennsylvania on and east 
of U.S. Highway 11 (Portsmouth, Va.) *, 


(2) to New York, N.Y., and points in New 
Jersey (Portsmouth. Va., and points in 
Aston Township, Pa.) *, and (3) to points 
in Connecticut, Massachusetts, and 
Rhode Island (Portsmouth, Va., points in 
Aston Township, Pa., and New York, 
N.Y.)*. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways indicated by the 
asterisks above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. El 102), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Liq¬ 
uid chemicals (except bituminous prod¬ 
ucts and materials), in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, from points in that part of 
Georgia, on, north, and east of a line 
beginning at the North Carolina-Georgia 
State line, thence along Georgia High¬ 
way 11 to junction Georgia Highway 52, 
thence along Georgia Highway 52 to 
junction Georgia Highway 15-A, thence 
along Georgia Highway 15-A to junction 
U.S. Highway 78, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 78 to the Georgia-South Carolina 
State line, to points in that part of Ten¬ 
nessee west of U.S. Highway 27. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of points in North Carolina. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. El 103), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Liq¬ 
uid chemicals (except bituminous prod¬ 
ucts and materials), in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles. from points in that part of 
Georgia on, east, and north of a line be¬ 
ginning at the North Carolina-Georgia 
State line, thence along U.S. Highway 23 
to Atlanta, thence along Interstate High¬ 
way 75 to Macon, thence along U.S. 
Highway 80 to Savannah Beach, to 
points in Alabama. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Atlanta. Ga. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1105), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC.. P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Thomas J. O’Brien 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquid chemicals, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Celriver, S.C., to points 
in that part of Maryland on and east oi 
U.S. Highway 220. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Greensboro, N.C. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1106). filed 
May 20. 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. BOX 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Apph* 
cant’s representative: Thomas J. O Biien 
(same as above). Authority sought o 
operate as a common carrier, by nio -or 
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vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquid chemicals (except bitumi¬ 
nous products and materials), in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from West Henderson, 
Ky., (1) to points in that part of Georgia 
on and east of U.S. Highway 19. and that 
part of Virginia on and east of U.S. 
Highway 21 and on and south of Inter¬ 
state Highway 64 (points in North Caro¬ 
lina)*. and (2) to points in Florida 
(points in North Carolina and Atlanta, 
Ga.)*, restricted in (2) above against 
the transportation of hydrofluosilic acid, 
such naval stores as are chemicals, crude 
tall oil. sulphate, black liquor sldmmings, 
and liquid alum). The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateways indi¬ 
cated by the asterisks above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. EU07), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Thomas J. O’Brien 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquid chemicals (except bitumi¬ 
nous products and materials) in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from the site of the 
Spencer Chemical Company plant, near 
Bicksburg, Miss., to points in that part 
of Tennessee on and east of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Georgia-Tennessee State line, 
thence along Tennessee Highway 60 to 
junction UB. Highway 11. thence along 
U.S. Highway 11 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 11W, thence along U.S. Highway 
11W to the Tennessee-Virginia State 
line, that part of Georgia on and east 
of Georgia Highway 11, and that part of 
Virginia on and west of a line begin¬ 
ning at the North Carolina-Virginia 
State line, thence along U.S. Highway 
220 to junction Virginia Highway 311, 
thence along Virginia Highway 311 to the 
Virginia-West Virginia State line. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of points in North Carolina. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1108), filed 
May 20. 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Thomas J. O’Brien 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquid chemicals , in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Franklin, Va., to points in 
Vermont, New Hampshire, and that part 
of Maine on and north of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Maine-New Hamphire State 
line, thence along U.S. Highway 2 to 
Bangor, thence along Maine Highway 9 
to the Atlantic Ocean, restricted against 
the transportation of liquid hydrogen, 
liquid oxygen, and liquid nitrogen to 
points in Vermont. The purpose of this 
£ling is to eliminate the gateway of 
Syracuse, N.Y. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1109). filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien 
*same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
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vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquid glue , formaldehydes, resins, 
surface-coating compounds, and plastic 
hinders, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Demopolts, Ala., (1) to points in Arizona, 
California, and Wyoming (Houston, 
Tex.)*, (2) to points in Utah (Texas 
City, Tex.)*, and (3) to points in New 
Mexico (Beaumont, Tex.) *. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
indicated by the asterisks above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1110), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200. Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, .transport¬ 
ing: Sulphuric acid , in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, (1) from Pulaski, Va., and 
points within 5 miles thereof to points in 
Erie and Niagara Counties, N.Y., and 
(2) from Front Royal, Va., to Johnstown 
and Josephtown, Pa., and points in Alle¬ 
gheny and Fayette Counties. Pa., and 
Erie and Niagara Counties, N.Y. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Cumberland, Md. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. Ellll). filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquid chemicals (except deriva¬ 
tives of petroleum, and bituminous 
products and materials), in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Harvey, La., to points in 
Virginia, North Carolina, and that part 
of South Carolina on and east of U.S. 
Highway 21. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of Charlotte, 
N.C. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1112), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquid chemicals (except bitumi¬ 
nous products and materials, and deriva¬ 
tives of petroleum), in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Tuscaloosa. Ala., (1) to 
points in that part of North Carolina on 
and east of U.S. Highway 21, and that 
part of Virginia on and east of U.S. 
Highway 52 (Charlotte, N.C.)*, and (2) 
to the District of Columbia (Charlotte, 
N.C., and Hopewell, Va.)*. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
indicated by the asterisks above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1113), filed 
May 20. 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES. INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquid synthetic resins, and formal ¬ 
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dehyde, in bulk in tank vehicles, from 
Anniston Ala., (1) to the District of Co¬ 
lumbia and points in Delaware, Mary¬ 
land, New Jersey, and New York (points 
in Georgia and Hopewell, Va.) *, (2) to 
points in Connecticut, Massachusetts, 
and Rhode Island (points in Georgia, 
Hopewell, Va., and Newark, N.J.) *, (3) to 
points in Maine, New Hampshire, and 
Vermont (points in Georgia, Hopewell, 
Va., and Syracuse, N.Y.) ♦, (4) to points 
in West Virginia (points in that part of 
Tennessee on and east of U.S. Highway 
27) ♦, and (5) to points in Ohio (Copper- 
hill, Tenn.) *. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateways indicated 
by the asterisks above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. El 114), filed 
May 20. 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES. INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Liq¬ 
uid syntheic resins, and formaldehyde , 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Demopolis, 
Ala., (1) to the Distinct of Columbia and 
points in Dalaware, Maryland, New Jer¬ 
sey. and New York (points in Georgia 
and Hopewell, Va.)*, (2) to points in 
Connecticut, Massachusetts, and Rhode 
Island (points in Georgia, Hopewell, Va., 
and Newark, N.J.)*, (3) to points in 
Maine, New Hampshire, and Vermont 
(points in Georgia, Hopewell. Va., and 
Syracuse, NY.)*, (4) to points in West 
Virginia (points in that part of Ten¬ 
nessee on and east of U.S. Highway 27) ♦, 
and '5) to points in Ohio (Copperhill, 
Tenn.) *. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways indicated by 
the asterisks above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1115), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Liq¬ 
uid synthetic resins, and formaldehyde, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Demopolis, 
Ala., (1) to points in Michigan, Wiscon¬ 
sin, that part of Illinois on and north of 
Interstate Highway 70, that part of In¬ 
diana on and north of Indiana Highway 
64, that part of Iowa on and north of In¬ 
terstate Highway 80, and that part of 
Nebraska on and north of U.S. Highway 
30 (Louisville, Ky.)*, (2) to points in 
Pennsylvania (Ashland, Ky.)*, and (3) 
to points in North Carolina and Vir¬ 
ginia (points in Georgia) *. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
indicated by asterisks above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1116), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Liq¬ 
uid synthetic resins, and formaldehyde. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 39, NO. 201—WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 16, 1974 






370;*0 


NOTICES 


in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Anniston, 
Ala.. (1) to points in Iowa, Michigan, 
Nebraska, Wisconsin, that part of Illi¬ 
nois on and north of Interstate Highway 
70, and that part of Indiana on and north 
of Indiana Highway 64 (Louisville, Ky.) *, 
(2) to points in Pennsylvania (Ashland, 
Ky.) ♦, and (3) to points in North Caro¬ 
lina and Virginia (points in Georgia) *. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways indicated by asterisks 
above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. El 117), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES. INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant's 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Syn¬ 
thetic liquid resins, in bulk, in tank vehi¬ 
cles. from Charlotte, N.C., (1) to points 
in Minnesota (Akron. Ohio) *, and (2) to 
points in that part of Oklahoma on and 
west of a line beginning at the Kansas- 
Oklahoma State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 75 to junction Indian Nation 
Turnpike, thence along the Indian Na¬ 
tion Turnpike to the Oklahoma-Texas 
State line (Addyston, Ohio)*. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
ways indicated by asterisks above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1118), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant's 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Liq¬ 
uid synthetic resins and plasticizers, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Anniston, 
Ala., (1) to points in Iowa. Michigan, 
Nebraska, and Wisconsin, that part of 
Illinois on and north of Interstate High¬ 
way 70. and that part of Indiana on and 
north of Indiana Highway 64 (Louisville. 
Ky.)*, (2) to points in Pennsylvania 
(Ashland, Ky.)*, and (3) to points in 
Delaware, Maryland, New Jersey, and 
New York (Greensboro, N.C.) *. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
ways indicated by asterisks above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1119), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant's 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Liq¬ 
uid synthetic resins and plasticizers , in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Anniston, 
Ala., (1) to points in Connecticut, Mas¬ 
sachusetts, and Rhode Island (Greens¬ 
boro, N.C., and Newark, N.J.)*, (2) to 
points in Maine, New Hampshire, and 
Vermont (Greensboro, N.C., and Syra¬ 
cuse, N.Y.) *, (3) to points in Virginia 
(points in North Carolina), (4) to points 
in Ohio (Copperhill. Tenn.)*, and (5) 
to points in West Virginia (points in 
that part of Tennessee on and east 
of U.S. Highway 27)*. The purpose of 
tliis filing is to eliminate the gateways 
indicated by asterisks above. 


No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1120), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Vege¬ 
table oils, in bulk, in tank vehicles, (1) 
from Macon, Ga., and Portsmouth, Va., 
to points in Connecticut, Massachusetts, 
and Rhode Island (Glen Riddle, Pa., and 
Newark, N.J.), (2) from Macon, Ga., to 
New York, N.Y., and points in New 
Jersey, Delaware, and that part of Mary¬ 
land on and east of a line beginning at 
the Pennsylvania-Maryland State line, 
thence along Interstate Highway 83 to 
Baltimore, thence along Interstate High¬ 
way 95 to the Maryland-District of 
Columbia Boundary (Glen Riddle, Pa.) *, 
and (3) from Macon, Ga., to points in 
Nassau, Suffolk, and Westchester Coun¬ 
ties, N.Y., and that part of New York on 
and south of New York Highway 7 and 
on and east of U.S. Highway 11 (Glen 
Riddle, Pa., and Newark, N.J.) *. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways indicated by asterisks above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1121), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative; Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Cottonseed oil, soybean oil, and peanut 
oil, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from points 
in Alabama, (1) to Portsmouth, Va. 
(Charlotte, N.C.), (2) to the District of 
Columbia and points in that part of 
Pennsylvania on and east of U.S. High¬ 
way 11 (Charlotte, N.C., and Portsmouth, 
Va.) *, (3) to New York, N.Y., and points 
in Delaware and New Jersey (Charlotte, 
N.C., Portsmouth, Va., and Glen Riddle, 
Pa.) *, and (4) to points in Connecticut, 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Nassau, 
Suffolk, and Westchester Counties, N.Y., 
and that part of New York on and east 
of U.S. Highway 11 and on and south of 
New York Highway 7 (Charlotte, N.C., 
Portsmouth, Va., Glen Riddle, Pa., and 
Newark. N.J.) *. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateways indi¬ 
cated by asterisks above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1122), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC, P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant's 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Cotton¬ 
seed oil, soybean oil, and peanut oil, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Graceville, 
Fla., (1) tc Portsmouth, Va. (Charlotte, 
N.C) *, (2) to points in that part of Penn¬ 
sylvania on and east of U.S. Highway 11 
(Charlotte, N.C., and Portsmouth, Va.) *, 
(3) to New York, N.Y., and points in 
Delaware and New Jersey (Charlotte, 
N.C., Portsmouth, Va., and Glen Riddle, 
Pa.)*, and (4) to points in Connecticut, 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island. Nassau, 


Suffolk, and Westchester Counties, N.Y., 
and that part of New York on and south 
of New York Highway 7 and on and east 
of U.S. Highway 11 (Charlotte, N.C., 
Portsmouth, Va., Glen Riddle, Pa., and 
Newark, N.J.) *. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateways indicated by 
asterisks above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1131), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Chloral, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Henderson, Nev., to New York, N.Y., and 
points in Connecticut, Massachusetts, 
and Rhode Island. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Newark, N.J. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1132), filed 
May 20, 1974v Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Nitric acid, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Bessemer, Ala., (1) to points in Arizona, 
California, and that part of Wyoming 
on and west of a line beginning at the 
Colorado-Wyoming State line, thence 
along Wyoming Highway 430 to Rock 
Springs, thence along U.S. Highway 187 
to junction Wyoming Highway 28, thence 
along Wyoming Highway 28 to Lander, 
thence along Wyoming Highway 789 to 
junction U.S. Highway 20, thence along 
U.S. Highway 20 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 310, thence along U.S. Highway 310 
to the Wyoming-Montana State line 
(Houston, Tex.) * t (2) to points in Utah 
(Texas City, Tex.) *, and (3) to points in 
New Mexico (Beaumont. Tex.)*. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways indicated by the asterisks 
above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1133), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Nitric 
acid, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Lake 
Charles, La., (1) to points in California, 
Wyoming, Arizona, Colorado, Kansas, 
and Nebraska (Houston, Tex.)*; (2) to 
points in Utah (Texas City, Tex.) *; and 
(3) to points in Oklahoma and New 
Mexico (Beaumont, Tex.) *. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
indicated by asterisks above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1134), Bled 
May 20. 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above'. Authority sought to operate 
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as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquid resins, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Demopolis, Ala., to points in Michi¬ 
gan, Minnesota, and Wisconsin. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Mishawaka, Ind. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1135). filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant's 
representative: Thomas J. O'Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquid chemicals (except bituminous 
products and materials), in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from the plant site of Jefferson 
Chemical Company in Montgomery 
County, Tex., (1) to points in Virginia 
and that part of Tennessee on and east 
of U.S. Highway 27 (points in Georgia) ♦; 
(2) to points in that part of Kentucky 
on and east of a line beginning at the 
Tennessee-Kentucky State line, thence 
along U.S. Highway 27 to junction U.S. 
Highway 25, thence along U.S. Highway 
25 to the Kentucky-Ohio State line 
(points in Georgia and Copperhill, 
Tenn.) 0 ; and (3) to points in Michigan 
(Henry, Ill.) •. The purposes of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateways indicated 
by asterisks above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1136), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant's 
representative: Thomas J. O'Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
liquid chemicals, in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, from Copperhill, Tenn., to points 
in Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Nebraska, that 
part of Illinois on and north of U.S. 
Highway 40, and that part of Missouri 
on and north of a line beginning at the 
Illinois-Missouri State line, thence along 
U.S. Highway 67 to Plat River, thence 
along Missouri Highway 8 to St. James, 
thence along Missouri Highway 68 to 
Vienna, thence along Missouri Highway 
42 to Osage Beach, thence along U.S. 
Highway 54 to the Missouri-Kansas State 
line. The purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateway of Louisville, Ky. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1137), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. 
Box 200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: Thomas J. 
O’Brien (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier ; 
py motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Dry chemicals, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from Copperhill, Tenn., to 
Points in that part of Michigan on and 
north of Michigan Highway 21. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Akron, Ohio. 

.. No - Mc 110525 (Sub-No. E1138), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. 
Box 200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Thomas J. 
O’Brien (same as above). Authority 


sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Liquid chemicals, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from Copperhill, Tenn., 
to points in Colorado. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Addyston, Ohio. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1236), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES. INC., P.O. 
Box 200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: Thomas J. 
O’Brien (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Liquid chemicals, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from points in Fayette 
County, Pa., to points in that part of 
Indiana on and south of Indiana High¬ 
way 56. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Ironton, Ohio. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1237). filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES. INC., P.O. 
Box 200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Thomas J. 
O'Brien (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Liquid chemicals (except 
petrochemicals), in bulk, in tank vehi¬ 
cles, from Ashland, Ky. t to points in 
Arizona, Colorado, Idaho, Kansas. Ne¬ 
braska, New Mexico, North Dakota, 
Oklahoma, South Dakota, Utah, and 
Wyoming. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of Addyston, 
Ohio. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1238). filed- 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downington, Pa. 19335. Applicant's 
representative: Thomas J. O'Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Transformer oil, in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles. from points in New Jersey (ex¬ 
cept Paulsboro and Pettys Island, Penn- 
sauken Township, Camden County), to 
Rome, Ga. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of Philadel¬ 
phia, Pa. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1239), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downington, Pa. 19335. Applicant's 
representative: Thomas J. O'Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquid chemicals, in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, from points in Lawrence Coun¬ 
ty, Pa., to points in that part of Indiana 
on and south of a line beginning at 
the Kentucky-Indiana State line, thence 
along U.S. Highway 460 to junction Indi¬ 
ana Highway 68, thence along Indiana 
Highway 68 to the Indiana-Illinois State 
line. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Ironton, 
Ohio. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1241), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant's 


representative: Thomas J. O'Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Dry 
adipic acid, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Hopewell, Va., to points in New 
Jersey. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of Marcus Hook 
and Lima, Pa. 

NO. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1242). filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant's 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Fish oils, sea animal oils, vegetable oils, 
and blends thereof, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from points in Connecticut, 
Massachusetts, and Rhode Island, to 
points in Alabama, Florida, Georgia, 
North Carolina, Tennessee, and Vir¬ 
ginia. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Newark, N.J. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1243), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant's 
representative: Thomas J. O'Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Chemicals 
as defined in The Maxwell Co., Exten - 
sion — Addyston, 63 M.C.C. 677, and acids, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Natrium, 
W. Va., to points in Connecticut, Massa¬ 
chusetts, and Rhode Island. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
“ of Newark, N.J. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1244), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in that part of Pennsylvania on 
and west of U.S. Highway 220 (except 
points in Allegheny, Beaver, Cambria, 
Fayette, McKean, and Venango Coun¬ 
ties) , to points in Indiana. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
of Warren and Painesville, Ohio. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1246), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Coal tar 
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in Atlantic, Gloucester, Mon¬ 
mouth, and Somerset Counties, N.J., to 
points in Missouri. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
South Fayette, Township Allegheny 
County, Pa. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1247), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant's 
representative: Thomas J. O'Brien (same 
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as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Coal tar 
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in Hudson and Union Counties, 
N.J., to points in Missouri. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of South Payette Township, Allegheny 
County, Pa. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1248), filed 
^June 4. 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Dowingtown. Pa. 19335. Applicant's 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Hy¬ 
drochloric acid and liquid aluminum ni¬ 
trate, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Brooklyn, Ohio; (1) to points in Georgia 
and that part of Tennessee on and east 
of U.S. Highway 27 (points in West Vir¬ 
ginia) *: and (2) to points in that part 
of Tennessee west of Ufi. Highway 27 
(S. Charleston, W. Va.) \ The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
indicated by asterisks above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1249). filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: C HEMI CAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Dowingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: An¬ 
hydrous ammonia, in bulk, in tank vehi¬ 
cles. from Van Wert, Ohio; (1) to points 
in Georgia and Tennessee (Louisville, 
Ky.)*: (2) to points in North Carolina 
and Virginia (points in West Virginia) •; ■ 
and (3) points in Pennsylvania (points 
in Allegheny County, Pa.)*. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways indicated by asterisks above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1250), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES. INC., P.O. Box 
200, Dowingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O'Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Liq¬ 
uid sugar and sugar syrup, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from points in Bergen, 
Essex. Hudson. Middlesex. Morris, Pas¬ 
saic, Somerset, Union, and Warren 
Counties. N.J., to points in Maine, New 
Hampshire, and Vermont. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
of New York, N.Y., and Boston, Mass. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1251). filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINE8. INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O'Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Liq¬ 
uid lard, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in Bergen, Essex. Hudson. Middle¬ 
sex, Morris, Passaic, Somerset, Union, 
and Warren Counties, N J.. to Portland, 
Maine. The purpose of this filing Is to 
eliminate the gateways of Ft. Lee, N.J„ 
and Boston, Mass. 


NOTICES 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1252). filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICALS 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Oleic acid, 
animal and vegetable fatty acids, and 
plasticizers, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Dover, Ohio, to points in that part 
of Alabama on and south of U.S. Highway 
278, and that part of Mississippi on and 
south of U.S. Highway 82. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1253), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES. INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Dry coal 
tar chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from points in Atlantic, Gloucester. Mon¬ 
mouth, and Somerset Counties, N.J., to 
points in Maine (except points in 
Aroostook County), New Hampshire, and 
Vermont. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of Plainfield. 
N.J., New York, N.Y., and Springfield, 
Mass. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1254). filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200. Downingtown. Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Vermicu- 
Ute, dry, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in Bergen, Essex, Hudson, Middle¬ 
sex, Morris. Passaic, Somerset, Union, 
and Warren Counties, N.J., to points in 
Maine, New Hampshire, and Vermont. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of Newark, N.J., and North 
Billerica, Mass. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1255). filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Coal tar 
products. In bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in TnriifLnn. to points In Connecti¬ 
cut, Massachusetts, and Rhode Island. 
The purpose of this filing Is to eliminate 
the gateways of Pittsburgh, Pa., and 
Newark, N.J. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1256), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINE8. INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O'Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Vermicti- 
lite, dry, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Philadelphia. Pa., to points in Maine, 
New Hampshire, and Vermont. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 


ways of Lima, Pa., Newark, N.J., and 
North Billerica, Mass. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1257), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
lard, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Phil¬ 
adelphia, Pa., to Portland, Maine. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of Lima, Pa., Newark, N.J., and 
Boston, Mass. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1258), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Thomas J. O’Brien 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Adipic acid, dry, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Hopewell, Va., (1) to 
points in Connecticut, Massachusetts, 
and Rhode Island (Philadelphia and 
Lima. Pa., and Newark, N.J.)*, and (2) 
to points in Maine (except points in 
Aroostook County), New Hampshire, and 
Vermont (Philadelphia and Lima, Pa., 
Newark, N.J., and Springfield, Mass.)*. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways indicated by asterisks 
above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1260), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. BOX 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Thomas J. O’Brien 
<same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Such adhesives as are liquid chem¬ 
icals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Con¬ 
way, N.C„ to points in Illinois and In¬ 
diana. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Louisville, Ky. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1261) , filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Thomas J. O’Brien 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Coal tar and coal tar products, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
that part of Pennsylvania on and west of 
Interstate Highway 81. (1) to points in 
Massachusetts (Kearny, N.J.) \ ana (2) 
to points in Vermont, restricted to the 
transportation of such above-specified 
commodities as are dry chemicals 
(Kearny, N.J., and Springfield. Mass.) . 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways indicated by asterisks 
above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. EI 263 ). filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL. 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown. Pa. 19335. AHP«- 
cant’s representative: Thomas J. O Bnei i 
( same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
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vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Such coal tar products as are dry 
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in Indiana to points in Maine (ex¬ 
cept points in Aroostook County), New 
Hampshire, and Vermont. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
ways of Pittsburgh, Pa., Newark, N.J., 
and Springfield, Mass. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1264). filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC.. P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Thomas J. O'Brien 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Fish oils, sea animal oils, and veg¬ 
etable oils, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from points in Bergen, Essex, Hudson, 
Middlesex, Monmouth, Morris, Passaic, 
Somerset, Sussex, Union and Warren 
Counties, N.J., and that part of New 
York on and south of a line beginning 
at the New York-Vermont State line, 
thence along New York Highway 7 to 
Binghampton, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 11 to the New York-Pennsylvania 
State line, to points in Alabama, Flor¬ 
ida, Georgia, North Carolina, and Ten¬ 
nessee. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Newark, NJf. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1265). filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown. Pa. 19335. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Thomas J. O’Brien 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Vegetable oils, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from points in Bergen, Essex, 
Hudson, Middlesex. Monmouth, Morris, 
Passaic, Somerset, Sussex, Union, and 
Warren Counties. N.J., and that part of 
New York on and south of New York 
Highway 7 and on and east of UJS. High¬ 
way 11, to points in South Carolina. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Newark, N.J. 

No. MC 110988 (Sub-No. El) (Cor¬ 
rection), filed May 23, 1974, published 
in the Federal Recister September 4, 
1974. Applicant: SCHNEIDER TANK 
LINES. INC.. 200 W. Cecil St.. Neenah, 
Wis. 54956. Applicant's representative: 
Neil A. DuJardin (same as above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (2) Chemicals used 
as fertilizer and fertilizer materials (ex¬ 
cept fertilizer and fertilizer materials 
manufactured from petroleum and pe¬ 
troleum products) in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles; (c) from Janesville, Wis., to 
Points in Wyoming, Colorado, Kansas, 
Oklahoma, Texas, Missouri, Arkansas, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, Alabama, Ken¬ 
tucky. Pennsylvania, points in that part 
of Tennessee west of U.S. Highway 27, 
points in that part of Ohio south of 
U.S Highway 24, points in that part of 
Indiana south of U.S. Highway 24, and 
Jr™* 111 Pwt of Nebraska south 
oi u.s Highway 20; (d) from Marshall, 
wis., to points in Wyoming, Colorado, 


Kansas, Oklahoma, Texas, Missouri. Ar¬ 
kansas, Louisiana, Mississippi. Alabama. 
Kentucky, Pennsylvania, points in that 
part of Tennessee west of UJ9. Highway 
27, points in that part of Ohio south of 
U.S. Highway 24, points in that part of 
Indiana south of U.S. Highway 24, and 
points in that part of Nebraska south 
of a line beginning at the Wyoming- 
Nebraska State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 20 to junction U.S. Highway 
281. 

Thence along U.S. Highway 281 to 
junction Nebraska Highway 91, thence 
along Nebraska Highway 91 to the Ne- 
braska-Iowa State line (4) Lignin Liquor, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles; (b) from Green 
Bay, Wis., to Hazelhurst, Miss., and 
points in Louisiana. Arkansas, Missouri, 
Kansas, Oklahoma. Texas. Colorado, 
points in that part of Nebraska on, west, 
and south of a line beginning at the 
Nebraska-Wyoming State line, thence 
along U.S. Highway. 20 to junction U.S. 
Highway 281. thence along U.S. Highway 
281 to junction Nebraska Highway 91, 
thence along Nebraska Highway 91 to the 
Nebraska-Iowa State line, and points in 
that part of Wyoming on, west, and south 
of a line beginning at the Wyoming- 
Montana State line, thence along Wyo¬ 
ming Highway 120 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 20, thence along U.S. Highway 20 to 
the Wyoming-Nebraska State line. (10) 
Chemicals used as dry fertilizer and dry 
fertilizer materials (except liquid hydro¬ 
gen, liquid oxygen, and liquid nitrogen). 
in bulk; (a) from the plant site and 
warehouse facilities of Darling & Co., 
at Chicago, Ill., to points in Minnesota, 
North Dakota, points in that part of 
Wisconsin on and north of a line begin¬ 
ning at Prescott, thence along Wisconsin 
Highway 29 to junction Wisconsin High¬ 
way 22, thence along Wisconsin Highway 
22 to junction U.S. Highway 41, thence 
along U.S. Highway 41 to Marinette, 
points in that part of Michigan on and 
west of a line beginning at Menominee, 
thence along U.S. Highway 41 to Mar¬ 
quette, and points in that part of South 
Dakota on and north of a line beginning 
at the South Dakota-Wyoming State 
line, thence along U.S. Highway 16 to 
junction South Dakota Highway 47. 

Thence along South Dakota Highway 
47 to junction U.S. Highway 14, thence 
along U.S. Highway 14 to the South Da- 
kota-Minnesota State line. (17) Chemi¬ 
cals (except hydroflousilic acid and 
chemicals derived from petroleum), in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Mason City, 
Iowa, to points in Alabama, points in that 
part of Tennessee bounded by a line be¬ 
ginning at the Tennessee-Kentucky State 
line, thence along U.S. Highway 27 to 
the Tennessee-Georgia, Tennessee-Ala¬ 
bama, and Tennessee-Mississippi State 
lines to junction Tennessee Highway 22, 
thence along Tennessee Highway 22 to 
junction Tennessee Highway 77, thence 
along Tennessee Highway 77 to junction 
U.S. Highway 641, thence along U.S. 
Highway 641 to the Tennessee-Kentucky 
State line, points in that part of Missis¬ 
sippi on, south, and east of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Mississippi-Tennessee State 


line, thence along U.S. Highway 45 to 
junction U.S. Highway 82. thence along 
U.S. Highway 82 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 51, thence along U.S. Highway 51 to 
the Mississippi-Louisiana State line, and 
those points in Louisiana on and east of 
a line beginning at the Louisiana-Missis¬ 
sippi State line, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 51 to junction U.S. Highway 61, 
thence along U.S. Highway 61 to the 
Mississippi River, thence along the Mis¬ 
sissippi River to the Gulf of Mexico. (24) 
Lime, quick or hydrated, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles; (a) from Chicago, HI. to points 
in Pennsylvania, New York, West Vir¬ 
ginia, Kentucky. North Dakota, South 
Dakota, Wyoming, Nebraska, Colorado, 
Knnsas, Texas, Oklahoma. Arkansas. 
Louisiana, Mississippi, Alabama, Ohio 
(except points in Cuyahoga, Geauga* 
Portage, and Lorain Counties), the Lower 
Peninsula of Michigan, points in that 
part of Wisconsin north and west of a 
line beginning at the Wisconsin-Minne¬ 
sota State line, thence along Wisconsin 
Highway 29 to junction U.S. Highway 51. 

Thence along U.S. Highway 51 to the 
Wisconsin-Michigan State line, and 
points in that part of Tennessee on, west, 
and south of a line beginning at the 
Tennessee-Kentucky State line, thence 
along U.S. Highway 45E to junction U.S. 
Highway 45, thence along U.S. Highway 
45 to junction U.S. Highway 64, thence 
along U.S. Highway 64 to junction U.S. 
Highway 27, thence along U.S. Highway 
27 to the Tennessee-Georgia State line; 
(b) from Buffington. Ind., to points in 
North Dakota, South Dakota, Wyoming, 
Nebraska, Colorado, Kansas, Oklahoma, 
Texas, Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, 
Alabama, points in that part of Ten¬ 
nessee on. south, and west of a line be¬ 
ginning at the Kentucky-Tennessee 
State line, thence along Tennessee High¬ 
way 69 to junction U.S. Highway 70, 
thence along U.S. Highway 70 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 41, thence along U.S. 
Highway 41 to the Tennessee-Georgia 
State line. (35) Chemicals (except lignin 
liquor and lignin pitch), in bulk, in tank 
vehicles; (a) from Nennah, Menasha, 
Appleton, and Kimberly, Wis., to points 
in Colorado, Kansas, Oklahoma, Texas, 
Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi. Ala¬ 
bama, Kentucky, West Virginia, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, points in that part of Tennessee on 
and west of U.S. Highway 27, points in 
that part of Wyoming on and south of 
U.S. Highway 26. points in that part of 
Nebraska on and south of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Nebraska-Wyoming State 
line, thence along U.S. Highway 20 to 
junction Wyoming Highway 2, thence 
along Wyoming Highway 2 to junction 
U.S. Highway 30, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 30 to the Iowa-Nebraska State line, 
and points in that part of Ohio on, south, 
and east of a line beginning at the In- 
diana-Oliio State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 36 to junction Ohio Highway 4, 
thence along Ohio Highway 4 to San¬ 
dusky; (b) from Groos, Mich., to points 
in Iowa, Illinois, Missouri, and Indiana. 
The purpose of this partial correction is 
to correct certain discrepancies in the 
prior publication. The gateways to be 
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eliminated and the remainder of the 
letter-notice remain as previously 
published. 

No. MC 110988 (Sub-No. E4), filed 
Mav 17, 1974. Applicant: SCHNEIDER 
TANK LINES, INC., 200 W. Cecil Street, 
Neenah, Wis. 54596. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Neil A. DuJardin, same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Liq¬ 
uid smoke flavoring, in bulk, having an 
immediate prior movement by rail or 
water, from points in that part of Wis¬ 
consin on, east, and north of a line be¬ 
ginning at Green Bay, thence along U.S. 
Highway 41 to junction Wisconsin High¬ 
way 23. thence along Wisconsin Highway 
23 to Sheboygan, to points in the United 
States (except points in Alaska, Hawaii, 
Wisconsin, Iowa, the Upper Peninsula of 
Michigan west of U.S. Highway 23, points 
in that part of Minnesota south of U.S. 
Highway 2, points in that part of South 
Dakota east of a line beginning at the 
South Dakota-Minnesota State line, 
thence along U.S. Highway 212 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 81, thence along U.S. 
Highway 81 to the South Dakota-Minne- 
sota State line, points in that part of 
Missouri north of a line beginning at the 
Missouri-Kansas State line, thence along 
U.S. Highway 36 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 65. thence along U.S. Highway 65 
to junction Interstate Highway 70. 
thence along Interstate Highway 70 to 
the Missouri-Illinois State line, and 
points in that part of Indiana north of 
a line beginning at the Ulinois-Indiana 
State :ine, thence along U.S. Highway 40 
to junction Indiana Highway 37, thence 
along Indiana Highway 37 to junction 
U.S. Highway 27, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 27 to the Indiana-Michigan State 
line (Manitowoc, Wis.)*; 

(2) Liquid resins, core compounds for¬ 
maldehyde, and nitrogen fertilizer solu¬ 
tions, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Col¬ 
umbus. Ohio, to points in North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Wyoming, Nebraska, Colo¬ 
rado, points in that part of Kansas north 
and west of a line beginning at Kansas 
City, thence along U.S. Highway 24 to 
junction U.S. Highway 75, thence along 
U.S. Highway 75 to the Kansas-Oklahoma 
State line, points in that part of Okla¬ 
homa west of U.S. Highway 75. 
points in that part of Texas west of U.S. 
Highway 75, and points in that part of 
Missouri north of U.S. Highway 24 
(plant site of Philadelphia Quartz Com¬ 
pany at Utica, HI.) *; <3) Dry chemicals, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from the plant 
sites of Olin Corporation, Stauffer 
Chemical Company, and American 
Cyanamid Company at Joliet, Ill., to 
points on Long Island. N.Y., points 
in that part of New York on and east 
of a line beginning at the United States- 
Canada International Boundary line, 
thence along New York Highway 30 to 
junction New York Highway 5, thence 
along New York Highway 5 to junc¬ 
tion Interstate Highway 87, thence 
along Interstate Highway 87 to the New 
York-New Jersey State line, points in 
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that part of New Jersey on and east of 
the Garden State Parkway (that part of 
the South Beloit, HI., commercial zone 
which lies in Wisconsin)*, points in 
North Dakota, and points in that part of 
South Dakota on and north of a line 
beginning at the Wyoming-South Dakota 
State line, thence along U.S. Highway 
16 to junction South Dakota Highway 14, 
thence along South Dakota Highway 14 
to the South Dakota-Minnesota State 
line (Rothschild, Wis.) *; 

(4) Foundry sand and foundry sand 
additives, in bulk, in tank vehicles, (a) 
from Albion, Mich., to points in North 
Dakota, South Dakota, Wyoming, 
Nebraska, Colorado, Kansas, Missouri, 
Oklahoma, Texas, Arkansas, Louisiana, 
and Mississippi (plant site of Phila¬ 
delphia Quartz Co., at Utica. HI.)*, (b) 
from Columbus, Ohio, to points in North 
Dakota, South Dakota, Wyoming, Ne¬ 
braska, Colorado, points in that Tart of 
Kansas north and west of a line begin¬ 
ning at Kansas City, thence along U.S. 
Highway 24 to junction U.S. Highway 
75, thence along U.S. Highway 75 to the 
Kansas-Oklahoma State line, points in 
that part of Oklahoma west of U S. 
Highway 75, points in that part of 
Texas west of U.S. Highway 75, and 
points in that part of Missouri north 
of U.S. Highway 24 (plant site of 
Philadelphia Quartz Company at 
Utica, HI.)*; (5) Foundry sand and 
foundry sand additives, in bulk, in tank 
or hopper type vehicles, (a) from 
Albion. Mich., to points in Minnesota, 
and (b> from Columbus. Ohio, to points 
in Minnesota (Portage. Wis.) *, (c) from 
Granite City. HI., to points in that 
part of Minnesota on and east of 
U.S. Highway 65, points in the Upper 
Peninsula of Michigan, points in that 
part of the Lower Peninsula of 
Michigan on, east, and north of a 
line beginning at Mackinaw City, thence 
along Interstate Highway 75 to junc¬ 
tion Michigan Highway 32, thence 
along Michigan Highway 32 to Alpena, 
points in that part of New York on, east, 
and north of a line beginning at Wellsley 
Island on the St. Lawrence River, thence 
along Interstate Highway 81 to junction 
New York Highway 17, thence along 
New York Highway 17 to junction New 
York Highway 52, thence along New 
York Highway 52 to junction Interstate 
Highway 84, thence along Interstate 
Highway 84 to the New York-Connecti- 
cut State line (that part of the 
South Beloit, HI., commercial zone 
which lies in Wisconsin) *. points in 
that part of Minnesota on and north of 
U.S. Highway 12 (Portage, Wis.)*, and 
points in North Dakota (Rothschild, 
Wis.)*; 

(6) Liquid liquor and lignin pitch, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Peshtigo, 
Wis., to points in Texas, Oklahoma, 
Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Ala¬ 
bama. West Virginia, points in that part 
of Tennessee on and west of U.S. High¬ 
way 27. points in that part of Wyoming 
on and south of U.S. Highway 26 (plant 
site of Philadelphia Quartz Co., at Utica, 
HI.) *. points in Maryland, Virginia, 


North Carolina, Georgia, Florida, and 
points in that part of Tennessee on and 
east of a line beginning at the Virginia- 
Tennessee State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 11W to junction U.S. Highway 
11, thence along U.S. Highway 11 to the 
Tennessee-Georgia State line (Groos, 
Mich., and Green Bay, Wis.) *; (7) Liquid 
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
St. Louis, Mo., to points in that part of 
Minnesota on and north of U.S. Highway 
14 (Portage, Wis.) *; points in North Da¬ 
kota, and points in that part of South 
Dakota on and north of U.S. Highway 12 
(Rothschild, Wis.)*; (8) Liquid chemi¬ 
cals (except lignin liquor and lignin 
pitch), in bulk, in tank vehicles, from St. 
Louis. Mo., to points in the Upper Penin¬ 
sula of Michigan (Appleton, Wis.)*; (9) 
Rosin sizing, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Neenah, Wis., to points in that part 
of Minnesota on, north, and west of a 
line beginning at the Minnesota-North 
Dakota State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 2 to junction U.S. Highway 71. 
thence along U.S. Highway 71 to Inter¬ 
national Falls (Appleton. Wis.)*; and 
(10) Lignin liquor and lignin pitch, in 
bulk, in tank or hopper vehicles, having 
an immediate prior movement by rail or 
water, from points in that part of Wis¬ 
consin on, and north of a line beginning 
at LaCrosse, thence along Wisconsin 
Highway 33 to junction Wisconsin High¬ 
way 23, thence along Wisconsin Highway 
23 to Sheboygan, to points in Florida, 
Georgia, South Carolina, North Carolina, 
Virginia, Maryland, and points in that 
part of Tennessee on and east of U.S. 
Highway 27 (Appleton, Wis.) *. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
ways indicated by asterisks above. 

No. MC 112822 (Sub-No. E40) (Correc¬ 
tion). filed May 17, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register September 23,1974. 
Applicant: BRAY LINES INCORPOR¬ 
ATED, P.O. Box 1191, Cushing. Okla. 
74023. Applicant’s representative: Robert 
A. Stone (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Petroleum products, in 
containers, from points in that part of 
Kansas on, east, and south of a line be¬ 
ginning at the Kansas-Oklahoma State 
line and extending along U.S. Highway 
81 to Concordia, thence along Kansas 
Highway 9 to junction U.S. Highway 77, 
thence along U.S. Highway 77 to the 
Nebraska-Kansas State line to points m 
Washington and to points in Oregon (ex¬ 
cept points in Josephine County) The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of El Dorado, Kans., and Cas¬ 
per, Wyo. The purpose of this correction 
is to include Washington in the destina¬ 
tion territory. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. E873>, Wed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC.. 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210L App * 
cant’s representative: Lawrence T. She 
(same as above). Authority sought 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transpor 
Ing: Frozen foods, from Hanover, P»- 
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Grand Porks, N. Dak. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Dundee, N.Y. 

No. MC 116063 (Sub-No. E12), filed 
May 22, 1974. Applicant: WESTERN- 
COMMERCIAL TRANSPORT, INC., 
p.O. Box 270, Fort Worth, Tex. 76101. 
Applicant's representative: W. H. Cole 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Animal fats, in bulk, in tank vehi¬ 
cles, <1> from points in New Mexico to 
points in Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississip¬ 
pi, and Oklahoma (except from points 
in Colfax, Harding, Mora, and Union 
Counties, New Mexico, to points in Cim¬ 
arron and Texas Counties, Okla.)*; 
(2) from points in Oklahoma to points 
in Louisiana and points in Mississippi on 
and south of U.S. Highway 80: (3) from 
points in Oklahoma on and south of 
Interstate Highway 40 to points in Colo¬ 
rado; and (4) from Guymon, Okla., and 
Clovis and Roswell, N. Mex., to Denver, 
Colorado Springs, and Greeley, Colo. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of points in Texas. 

No. MC 117823 (Sub-No. El) (Correc¬ 
tion) , filed May 12,1974, published in the 
Federal Register July 31, 1974. Appli¬ 
cant: DUNKLEY REFRIGERATED 

TRANSPORT, INC., 240 California Ave¬ 
nue, Salt Lake City, Utah 84115. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Lon Rodney 
Kump, 200 Law Bldg., 333 East Fourth 
South, Salt Lake City, Utah 84111. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (6) Frozen fruits 
and vegetables and canned fruits and 
vegetables when moving in the same 
vehicle, at the same time with frozen 
fruits and vegetables, from points in 
Oregon and Washington, to points in 
Arizona. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Provo, Utah. 
(7) Frozen foods and potato products, 
not frozen, from points in California, to 
Denver, Colo. The purpose of this filing 
Is to eliminate the gateway points of 
Salt Lake City and Provo, Utah. The 
purpose of this partial correction is to 
correct the commodity descriptions. The 
remainder of the letter-notice remains 
as previously published. 

No. MC 118959 (Sub-No. E3), (Cor¬ 
rection), filed May 13. 1974, republished 
in the Federal Register September 25, 
1974. Applicant: JERRY LIPPS, INC., 
130 S. Frederick St., Cape Girardeau, 
Mo. 63701. Applicant's representative: 
william P. Jackson, Jr., 919 Eighteenth 
St., NW., Washington, D.C. 20006. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Paper and. paper 
products * • * (3) from the plant sites 
and facilities of The Mead Corporation 
at or near Kingsport and Gray, Tenn., 
to points in Arizona, that part of Ala¬ 
bama on and south of a line beginning 
at the Alabama-Florida State line, 
thence along UJS. Highway 331 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 84, thence along U.S. 
Highway 84 to junction U.S. Highway 


43, thence along U.S. Highway 43 to 
junction Alabama Highway 56, thence 
along Alabama Highway 56 to the Ala- 
bama-Mississippi State line, that part 
of Mississippi on and south of a line be¬ 
ginning at the Alabama-Mississippi 
State line, thence along Mississippi High¬ 
way 42 to Hattiesburg, thence along U.S. 
Highway 98 to the Mississippi-Louisiana 
State line, that part of Louisiana on and 
south of a line beginning at the Missis¬ 
sippi-Louisiana State line, thence along 
U.S. Highway 84 to junction Louisiana 
Highway 6, thence along Louisiana High¬ 
way 6 to the Louisiana-Texas State line, 
that part of Texas on, south, and west 
of a line beginning at the Louisiana- 
Texas State line, thence along Texas 
Highway 21 to junction U.S. Highway 69, 
thence along U.S. Highway 69 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 04, thence along U.S. 
Highway 84 to junction U.S. Highway 
287; thence along U.S. Highway 287 to 
Corsicana, thence along Texas Highway 
22 to junction Texas Highway 6, thence 
along Texas Highway 6 to junction Texas 
Highway 36, thence along Texas High¬ 
way 36 to Abilene, thence along U.S. 
Highway 84 to the Texas-New Mexico 
State line, and that part of New Mex¬ 
ico on, south, and west of U.S. Highway 
84 (the plant site and storage facilities 
utilized by St. Regis Paper Company at 
or near Cantonment, Fla.) *. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways indicated by asterisks above. 
The purpose of this partial correction is 
to clarify the route description. The re¬ 
mainder of the letter-notice remains as 
previously published. 

Note. —The letter-notice filed by Jerry 
Llpps, Inc.—No. MC 118959 (Sub-No. El) — 
was published September 25. 1974, showing 
the plant site of Tech-Panel Corporation at 
or near Springfield, Mo. The location should 
be at or near Springfield, Ky. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E151), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SAWYER 

TRANSPORT, INC., South Haven. 
Square, Valparaiso, Indiana 46383. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: Robert W. 
Sawyer (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Building materials used in 
the manufacture and distribution of 
windows, doors, and building woodwork 
(except commodities because of size or 
weight require the use of special equip¬ 
ment from points in North Dakota, Mis¬ 
souri, Oklahoma, Texas, Arkansas, Loui¬ 
siana, Mississippi, Alabama, Kentucky, 
South Carolina. North Carolina, Virginia, 
West Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, New 
Jersey. New York, Connecticut, Rhode 
Island. Vermont, New Hampshire, Maine, 
Iowa (except Jackson), and the District 
of Columbia to Warren, HI., restricted 
against the transportation of lumber, 
iron and steel, and iron and steel articles. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Dubuque, Iowa. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E152), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SAWYER 

TRANSPORT, INC., South Haven, 
Square. Valparaiso. Indiana 46383. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: Robert W. 


Sawyer (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Building materials used in 
the manufacture and distribution of 
windows, doors, and building woodwork 
(except lumber, iron and steel, and iron 
and steel articles) from Dallas, Tex., to 
Michigan, Pennsylvania, that part of 
Indiana north of U.S. Highway 30, and 
that part of Oliio north of U.S. Highway 
36, restricted against the transportation 
of commodities which because of size or 
weight require the use of special equip¬ 
ment or special handling. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Dubuque, Iowa, and Warren, Ill. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E155), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: SAWYER 

TRANSPORT, INC,, South Haven 
Square, Valparaiso, Ind. 46383. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Robert W. Sawyer 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Composition building board, com - 
position insulating board and materials 
and accessories used in the installation 
thereof (except commodities in bulk), 
from the plant site of Johns-Man ville 
Products Corporation at Waukegan, HI., 
to points in Louisiana, Kansas, Okla¬ 
homa, Arkansas (except points in Ran¬ 
dolph, Clay, Lawrence, Greene. Craig¬ 
head, Mississippi, Jackson, Poinsett, 
Woodruff, Cross, Crittenden, St. Francis, 
Lee. and Phillips Counties, and Mobile 
and Baldwin Counties, Ala., restricted to 
the transportation of shipments originat¬ 
ing at the said plant site. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Dubuque, Iowa. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. E157), filed 
June 4, 1874. Applicant: SAWYER 

TRANSPORT, INC., South Haven 
Square, Valparaiso, Ind. 46383. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Robert W. Sawyer 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Composition building board, 
from Port Clinton, Ohio, to points in that 
part of Missouri in and west of Clark, 
Knox, Macon, Chariton, Saline, Lafay¬ 
ette, Johnson, Henry, Bates, and Vernon 
Counties, and that part of Oklahoma in 
and west of Craig. Rogers, Wagoner, 
Okmulgee, Okfuskee. Seminole, Pontotoc, 
Murray, Carter, and Love Counties. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of East Dubuque, HI. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E41), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant's representative: A. J. 
Swanson, 521 South 14th Street, P.O. 
Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Household goods, 
as defined by the Commission, between 
points in Pennsylvania, on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in Fall River, 
Custer, Pennington, Lawrence, Meade, 
and Butte Counties, S. Dak. The purpose 
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of this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
of Arnold, Nebr.. and points within 40 
miles thereof and points in Indiana 
south of U.S. Highway 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E42), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, 521 South 14th Street, P.O. 
Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a covimon car¬ 
rier. by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Household goods, 
as defined by the Commission, between 
points in Pennsylvania on, east, and 
south of a line from the West Virginia- 
Pennsylvania State line along U.S. High¬ 
way 119 to the junction of U.S. Highway 
22, thence along U.S. Highway 22 to the 
Pennsylvania-New Jersey State line, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in South Dakota on and west of the 
Missouri River. The purpose of this filing 
is to elminate the gateways of points in 
Indiana south of U.S. Highway 40 and 
Arnold, Nebr., and points within 40 miles 
thereof. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E43), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC.. P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, 521 South 14th Street, P.O. Box 
81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, between points 
in Pennsylvania, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Texas on and west 
of a line from the Oklahoma-Texas State 
line along U.S. Highway 77 to the junc¬ 
tion of U.S. Highway 87. thence along 
U.S. Highway 87 to Port Lavaca. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of points in Canadian County, 
Okla., points in Jasper County, Mo., on 
and north of U.S. Highway 66 and points 
in Indiana south of U.S. Highway 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E44), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC.. P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln. Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, 521 South 14th Street, P.O. Box 
81849. Lincoln. Nebr. 68501. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, between points 
in Wisconsin, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Pennsylvania on and 
south of a line from the Ohio-Pennsyl- 
vania State line, along Interstate High¬ 
way 70 to the junction of U.S. Highway 
119, thence along U.S. Highway 119 to the 
junction of U.S. Highway 22, thence along 
U.S. Highway 22 to the New Jersey- 
Pennsylvania State line. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
points in Indiana south of U.S. Highway 
40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E45), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES. 


INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln Nebr. 65801. 
Applicant’s representative: A. J. Swan¬ 
son, 521 South 14th Street, P.O. Box 
81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, between points 
in South Carolina, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in South Dakota 
on and west of South Dakota Highway 
37. The purpose of this filing is to elimi¬ 
nate the gateways of Arnold, Nebr., and 
points within 40 miles thereof and points 
in Indiana south of U.S. Highway 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E46), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES. 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501 
Applicant’s representative: A. J. Swan¬ 
son, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Household 
goods, as defined by the Commission be¬ 
tween points in South Carolina (except 
points in Jasper and Beaufort Counties), 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
El Paso, Tex. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateways of points 
in Canadian County. Okla., points in 
Jasper County, Mo., north of U.S. High¬ 
way 66, and points in Indiana south of 
U.S. Highway 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E47), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold goods, as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, between points in South Carolina, 
on the one hand, and. on the other, 
points in Wisconsin. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of points 
in Indiana south of U.S. Highway 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E48), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
Inc., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Household 
goods , as defined by the Commission, be¬ 
tween points in Tennessee on and east 
of the Tennessee River and Paris, Tenn., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in South Dakota on and west of 
the Missouri River. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateways of 
Arnold. Nebr., and points within 40 miles 
thereof and points in Indiana south of 
U.S. Highway 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E49>, filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson. P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 


common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Household 
goods, as defined by the Commission, be¬ 
tween points in Virginia, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in South 
Dakota on and west of the Missouri 
River. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of Arnold, Nebr., 
and points within 40 miles thereof and 
points in Indiana south of U.S. Highway 
40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E50), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, 521 South 14th Street, P.O. 
Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Household goods, 
as defined by the Commission, between 
points in West Virginia, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in 
South Dakota on and west of the Mis¬ 
souri River. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateways of Arnold, 
Nebr., and points within 40 miles thereof 
and points in Indiana south of U.S. High¬ 
way 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E51), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, 521 South 14th St., P.O. Box 
81849. Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods. as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, between points 
in Harding, Butte, Lawrence. Reming¬ 
ton, Custer, and Fall River Counties, 
S. Dak., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Rock, Walworth, Racine 
and Kenosha Counties, Wis. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Arnold, Nebr., and points within 40 
miles thereof. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E52), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266. Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, 521 South 14th St., P.O. Box 
81849, Lincoln. Nebr. 68501. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, between El 
Paso, Tex., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Tennessee on and east of 
a line from the Kentucky-Tennessee 
State line along Alternate U.S. Highway 
41 to the junction of U.S. Highway 64. 
thence along U.S. Highway 64 to the 
junction of Tennessee Highway 97, 
thence along Tennessee Highway 97 to 
the Alabama-Tennessee State line. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of points in Canadian County, 
Okla., points in Jasper County, Mo., on 
and north of U.S. Highway 66 and points 
in Indiana south of U.S. Highway 40. 
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No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E53), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, 521 South 14th St., P.O. Box 
81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, between Dal- 
hart, Tex., on the one hand, and, on the 
other points in Tennessee on and east 
of a line from the Kentucky-Tennessee 
State line along Alternate U.S. Highway 
41 to the junction of U.S. Highway 64, 
thence along U.S. Highway 64 to the 
junction of Tennessee Highway 97, 
thence along Tennessee Highway 97 to 
the Alabama-Tennessee State line. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of points in Canadian County, 
Okla., points in Jasper County, Mo., 
north of U.S. Highway 66 and points in 
Indiana south of U.S. Highway 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E54), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson. 521 South 14th St.. P.O. Box 
81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, between points 
in Tennessee, on the one hand, and,, on 
the other, points in Wisconsin. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of points in Indiana south of 
U.S. Highway. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E55), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant's representative: A. J. 
Swanson. 521 South 14th St. P.O. Box 
81849. Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, between points 
in Virginia, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Texas on, north and west 
of a line from the Oklahoma-Texas State 
line along U.S. Highway 62 to the junc¬ 
tion of U.S. Highway 83, thence along 
U.S. Highway 83 to the junction of U.S 


Highway 277, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 277 to Del Rio, Tex., thence along 
unnumbered highway to the United 
States-Mexico International Boundary 
line. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of points in 
Canadian County, Okla., points in Jas¬ 
per County, Mo., on and north of U.S. 
Highway 66 and points in Indiana south 
of U.S. Highway 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E56), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant's representative: A. J. 
Swanson, 521 South 14th St. P.O. Box 
81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, between Wheel¬ 
ing, W.Va., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Texas on and west of 
a line from the Oklahoma-Texas State 
line along U.S. Highway 75 to the junc¬ 
tion of Interstate Highway 35-E, thence 
along Interstate Highway 35-E to the 
junction of U.S. Highway 81. thence 
along U.S. Highway 81 to Laredo, Tex. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of points in Indiana south 
of U.S. Highway 40, points in Jasper 
County, Mo., on and north of U.S. High¬ 
way 66, and points in Canadian County, 
Okla. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E57), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant's representative: A. J. 
Swanson, 521 South 14th St., P.O. Box 
81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, between 
points in West Virginia, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in 
Texas on, west and north of a line 
from the Oklahoma-Texas State line 
along U.S. Highway 62 to the junction of 
U.S. Highway 83, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 83 to the junction of U.S. Highway 
277 to Del Rio, Tex., thence along un¬ 
numbered highway to the United States- 
Mexico International Boundary line. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of points in Canadian County, 
Okla., to points in Jasper County, Mo., 


on and north of U.S. Highway 66 and 
points in Indiana south of U.S. Highway 
60. 

No. MC 28741 (Sub-No. E58). filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln. Nebr. 
68501. Applicant's representative: A. J. 
Swanson, 521 South 14th St., P.O. Box 
81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, between points 
in Wisconsin, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Texas on and west of 
U.S. Highway 75 and on and south of 
U.S. Highway 66. The purpose of this fil¬ 
ing is to eliminate the gateways of points 
in Canadian County, Okla., and points 
in Jasper County, Mo., on and north of 
U.S. Highway 66. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E59), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES. 
INC., P.O. Box 80266. Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant’s representative: A. J. 
Swanson, 521 South 14th St., P.O. Box 
81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods , as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, between points 
in Virginia, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Wisconsin. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of points in Indiana south of 
U.S. Highway 40. 

No. MC 128741 (Sub-No. E60), filed 
June 4. 197‘i. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-CONTINENTAL VAN LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 80266, Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Applicant's representative: A. J. 
Swanson, 521 South 14th St.. P.O. Box 
81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, between points 
in West Virginia, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Wisconsin. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of points in Indiana south of 
U.S. Highway 40. 

By the Commission. 

I seal 1 Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary, 

[FR Doc.74-24069 Filed 10-15-74;8:45 am] 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[ 40 CFR Part 60 ] 

(FRL 272-2] 

STANDARDS OF PERFORMANCE FOR NEW 
STATIONARY SOURCES 

Primary Copper, Zinc and Lead Smelters 

Pursuant to section 111 of the Clean 
Air Act, as amended, the Administrator 
proposes herein standards of perform¬ 
ance for new and modified sources within 
three categories of stationary sources: 
(1) primary copper smelters, (2) primary 
zinc smelters, and (3) primary lead 
smelters. The Administrator also pro¬ 
poses amendments to Appendix A, Refer¬ 
ence Methods, of 40 CFR Part 60. 

As prescribed by section 111, this pro¬ 
posal of the standards was preceded by 
the Administrator’s determination that 
these three categories of sources con¬ 
tribute significantly to air pollution 
which causes or contributes to the en- 
dangerment of public health or welfare 
and by his publication of a list of these 
categories of sources in this issue of the 
Federal Register. In accordance with 
section 117 of the Act, publication of 
these proposed standards was preceded 
by consultation with appropriate ad¬ 
visory committees, independent experts, 
and Federal departments and agencies. 

Interested persons may participate in 
this rulemaking by submitting written 
comments (in triplicate) to the Emis¬ 
sion Standards and Engineering Divi¬ 
sion, Environmental Protection Agency, 
Research Triangle Park, North Carolina 
27711, Attention: Mr. Don R. Goodwin. 
The Administrator will welcome com¬ 
ments on all aspects of the proposed 
regulations, including economic and 
technological issues, and on the proposed 
test method. All relevant comments re¬ 
ceived on or before December 2, 1974 
will be considered. Comments received 
will be available for public inspection at 
the Office of Public Affairs, 401 M Street, 
SW. Washington, D.C. 20460. 

The background materials on the 
standards of performance proposed 
herein have been published in a report 
entitled Background Information for 
New Source Performance Standards: 
Primary Copper, Zinc, and Lead Smelt¬ 
ers, Volume 1 , Proposed Standards 
<EPA-450/2-74-002-a). This report is 
too voluminous to publish in the Federal 
Register: copies are available on request 
from the Emission Standards and Engi¬ 
neering Division, Research Triangle 
Park, North Carolina 27711, Attention: 
Mr. Don R. Goodwin. The information 
contained in this report is briefly dis¬ 
cussed below. 

The bases for the proposed standards 
include a very extensive survey of the 
nonferrous smelting industry, including 
foreign smelting technology, plus the re¬ 
sults of emission tests conducted by EPA. 
In each case, the proposed standards re¬ 
flect the degree of emission reduction 
achievable through the application of 
the best system of emission reduction 
which, taking into account the cost of 


achieving such reduction, the Adminis¬ 
trator has determined has been ade¬ 
quately demonstrated. It is emphasized 
that the costs are considered reasonable 
for new and modified sources and that it 
is not implied that the same costs apply 
to the retrofitting of existing sources. 
Retrofitting existing sources to achieve 
the proposed standards would, in some 
cases, cost much more. 

As discussed in the background in¬ 
formation report, primary copper, zinc, 
and lead smelters are significant sources 
of particulate matter and sulfur dioxide 
(SO-). The standards proposed for these 
smelters apply to all process gas streams 
which have been identified as major 
sources of particulate matter and S0 2 , 
and for which control technology (con¬ 
sidering costs) has been demonstrated. 
The following affected facilities are spec¬ 
ified by the proposed standards: 

Primary copper smelters—Dryer Roaster, 
Smelting furnance, Converter. 

Primary zinc Bmelters—Roasters. Sintering 
machine. 

Primary lead smelters—Sintering machine. 
Sintering machine discharge end, Blast fur¬ 
nace. Dross reverberatory furnace, Electric 
smelting furnace. Converter. 

General Rationale 

Primary smelters discharge both 
strong SO; streams, which contain S0 3 in 
concentrations greater than 3.5 to 4.0 
percent, and weak SO- streams, which 
contain SO* in concentrations less than 
3.5 percent. The characterization of 
effluents in terms of these SO a concentra¬ 
tion levels depends upon the fact that 
conventional sulfuric acid plants of single 
absorption (SA) and double absorption 
(DA) design are economically operable 
only on streams more concentrated than 
3.5 and 4.0 percent SO-, respectively. 
Sulfuric acid plants are the primary S0 2 
control equipment used by domestic 
smelters, but the smelting industry has 
announced plans to construct an ele¬ 
mental sulfur plant, as well as additional 
systems to produce liquid S0 3 , for the 
control of strong SO;: streams. Demon¬ 
strated control equipment for weak SO* 
streams is available, though thk technol¬ 
ogy has been applied domestically only 
recently at one smelter, and this system 
is still undergoing startup. However, the 
detailed economic analysis contained in 
the background information report in¬ 
dicates that costs for controlling weak 
SO* streams are at this time so high 
that they cannot in most cases be 
reasonably imposed on the smelting 
industry. 

The proposed standards for SO* re¬ 
quire that control as effective as DA sul¬ 
furic acid plants be achieved. Even 
though 29 of the 31 acid plants which 
control domestic smelters are of SA de¬ 
sign, a trend toward the use of DA plants 
has already been established by the start¬ 
up of the first two domestic metallurgical 
DA plants within the past 18 months and 
by the initiation of construction or the 
announced plans for construction of three 
other DA facilities. DA acid plants dis¬ 
charge 70 to 80 percent less SO» than SA 
plants: typical SO- control efficiencies 


of SA and DA plants are, respectively, 
97 percent and 99.5 percent. The capitai 
investment for DA plants is about 15 per¬ 
cent greater than for SA plants, but the 
DA emission control costs are considered 
reasonable. Accordingly, the Adminis¬ 
trator has determined that DA sulfuric 
acid plants are best demonstrated sys¬ 
tems of emission reduction, considering 
cost, for strong SO- streams from 
smelters. 

The SO- emission limitation prescribed 
by the proposed standards was initially 
based on EPA tests of SA sulfuric acid 
plants in combination with assessments 
by acid plant vendors of the emission 
control capabilities of DA acid plants. In 
the absence of domestic metallurgical DA 
acid plants during the early development 
of the proposed standards, and in 
recognition of the desirability of relat¬ 
ing acid plant performance to domestic 
smelting practices, EPA initiated a test¬ 
ing program to characterize emissions 
from the best domestic metallurgical SA 
acid plants. The resulting data, includ¬ 
ing those from long-term continuous SO t 
monitoring of a SA acid plant which 
treated copper converter gases, provided 
information on the effects of gas stream 
fluctuations and acid plant catalyst 
deterioration on SO* emissions. During 
the later development of the proposed 
standards, after the first domestic met¬ 
allurgical DA acid plant had achieved 
normal operation, EPA began a continu¬ 
ous SO* monitoring program at the facil¬ 
ity. This monitoring provided the data 
which serve as the basis for the proposed 
SO- standards. Summaries of these test 
data and other emission test data col¬ 
lected by EPA during development of the 
proposed standards are included in the 
background information report. 

Hydrometallurgical extraction proc¬ 
esses, which largely eliminate the atmos¬ 
pheric release of SOj which is character¬ 
istic of pyrometallurgical processes, were 
considered in developing the proposed 
standards. A full-scale unit of the 
Anaconda - Arbiter hydrometallurgical 
copper extraction process is scheduled 
for startup in late 1974, but no hydro- 
metallurgical process has to date been 
successfully commercialized for the 
treatment of copper, lead, or zinc sulfide 
ores. In the judgment of the Administra¬ 
tor, the range of applicability of the hy¬ 
drometallurgical processes has not yet 
been sufficiently defined to consider 
basing emission standards solely on these 
processes. 

A standard for visible emissions Is pro¬ 
posed for sulfuric acid plants used as 
control devices to comply with the SO* 
standard. The purpose of this standard 
is to ensure: (1) that the acid plant Is 
properly maintained and operated to 
minimize SO.-, emissions which would be 
converted into sulfuric acid mist in the 
atmosphere, and (2) that a high- 
efficiency mist eliminator is installed, 
maintained, and operated to collect sul¬ 
furic acid mist within the acid plant 
stack. 

No particulate standards are proposed 
for affected facilities subject to an SO; 
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standard because the proper operation 
of acid plants requires that, prior to SO a 
removal, particulate matter be removed 
to a degree consistent with best available 
particulate control technology. 

Primary Copper Smelters 

Fourteen of the existing fifteen domes¬ 
tic copper smelters operate reverberatory 
smelting furnaces which typically dis¬ 
charge 20-25 percent of the smelter input 
sulfur, as SOi, in a weak SOi stream. The 
cost of controlling these emissions is not 
considered to be reasonable in most cases, 
as noted above and discussed in detail 
in the background information report. 
However, the Administrator has deter¬ 
mined that two copper smelting proc¬ 
esses which discharge only strong SO s 
streams (flash smelting and electric fur¬ 
nace smelting) are demonstrated smelt¬ 
ing technologies and are together ap¬ 
plicable to essentially the full range of 
domestic copper smelting operations. One 
electric copper smelting furnace is al¬ 
ready in use in the U.S., and construction 
of a second electric furnace has just 
been completed. The construction of a 
flash furnace has been started. 

The proposed standards require the 
equivalent of DA acid plant control of 
SOi for roasters, smelting furnaces, and 
converters at copper smelters. Since re¬ 
verberatory furnaces emit a weak SO* 
stream and it is very costly to control 
such streams to meet the proposed stand¬ 
ard for SO, emissions, it is expected that 
very few. if any, new reverberatory fur¬ 
naces will be constructed in the near 
future. During the development of the 
proposed standards, the smelting indus¬ 
try expressed strong objections that the 
alternative flash and electric smelting 
processes have significant processing lim¬ 
itations. The industry claimed that elec¬ 
tric furnace smelting, even though fully 
as flexible a production method as con¬ 
ventional reverberatory smelting proc¬ 
esses now in use, will not be viable in some 
cases because of the non-availability of 
electric power. Although not widely prac¬ 
ticed at this time, it is feasible to con¬ 
struct a new smelter operation and blend 
the effluent from a reverberatory furnace 
with the effluents from a roaster and con¬ 
verter; the combined effluent would be a 
strong SO- stream which could be con¬ 
trolled with a DA acid plant. 

The industry also argued that a sig- 
mflcant portion of domestically processed 
copper concentrates cannot be handled 
by flash furnaces, either because of an 
insufficient content of sulfur for fuel or 
an excessive content of lead, zinc or other 
volatile metals in the concentrates which 
would interfere with the operation of 
neat recovery facilities. EPA surveys 
snow, as discussed in the background in- 
lormation report, that approximately 95 
percent of domestic ore concentrates 
iave sufficient sulfur, whereas 96 and 
'mi >er - Cen * are sufficiently limited in lead 
nr*,? 1 ? 0, res P ect ively, to permit the use 
Furt her, the industry 

* ci the point that the decreased capa- 
offlty of conventional flash smelters for 
animating impurities as effectively as 


reverberatory furnace smelters would re¬ 
sult in the production, from those copper 
concentrates and smelter byproducts 
containing high levels of such impurities 
as arsenic, antimony, and bismuth, of 
anode copper too impure for conversion 
into quality electrolytic-grade copper. 
The levels of impurities at which this 
potential problem would be encountered 
and the quantities of domestic feed mate¬ 
rials which would contain such levels of 
impurities are not well defined at this 
time. The industry has stated that the 
primary impact would be on custom 
smelters, which conventionally handle 
higher impurity materials than inte¬ 
grated mining-smelting-refining firms, 
but that even some custom smelters 
would be capable of using flash smelting 
without encountering excessive impurity 
problems. It has not been demonstrated 
that the levels of impurities are so high, 
in a relatively large proportion of domes¬ 
tically processed concentrates and smelt¬ 
ing byproducts, as to cause a significant 
limitation in the use of the flash smelt¬ 
ing process. Should increased impurity 
levels in flash smelting prove to be a 
problem at some smelters, however, a 
number of techniques for improved im¬ 
purity elimination are available: (1) 
Power for an alternative electric smelter 
will certainly be available in some situa¬ 
tions. and this process is free of the fea¬ 
tures that are associated with possible 
reduced impurity elimination in flash 
smelting; (2) If flash smelting is 
adopted, alterations in the conventional 
fire refining and electrolytic refining 
processes for blister copper are available 
and would permit an increased removal 
of impurities. The background informa¬ 
tion report contains a detailed descrip¬ 
tion of these changes to refining opera¬ 
tions; (3) The higher temperatures pro¬ 
duced by oxygen enrichment of smelting 
furnaces or converters at flash smelters 
are indicative of increased volatilization 
and probably of increased impurity re¬ 
moval; and (4) Where both relatively 
clean and relatively impure feed mate¬ 
rials are available, blending of materials 
is a method for effectively reducing the 
impurity level of the smelter charge. 

The industry also pointed out that 
flash smelters are not capable of proc¬ 
essing as large quantities of copper scrap 
and copper precipitates as conventional 
reverberatory furnace smelters. The re¬ 
covery of scrap at primary copper smelt¬ 
ers accounts for about 20 percent of 
domestically produced copper. EPA 
believes that if the adoption of flash 
smelting causes any reduction in the 
capability of primary copper smelters to 
process scrap, expansion will be encour¬ 
aged in the domestic secondary copper 
smelting industry, which already fur¬ 
nishes about 15 percent of domestically 
produced copper. Primary copper smelt¬ 
ers m a\so manufacture about 15 percent 
of all domestically produced copper by 
processing copper precipitates, obtained 
by acid leaching of copper oxide and low- 
grade copper oxide/copper sulfide ores. 
EPA believes that if the adoption of flash 
smelting causes any reduction in the 


capability of primary copper smelters to 
recover copper from copper precipitates, 
expansion will be encouraged in the 
domestic electrowinning industry, which 
recovers copper from acid leaching solu¬ 
tions by an alternative process. 

Most of the above industrial com¬ 
ments concerning limitations of flash 
smelters were raised during the latter 
stages of developing the proposed stand¬ 
ards. EPA has subsequently funded a 
contract study which is intended to in¬ 
dependently assess the available infor¬ 
mation concerning the technical limita¬ 
tions of flash smelters and the associated 
economic impact of the proposed stand¬ 
ards. In the course of this investigation, 
the contractor will consult with experts 
on flash smelting technology and on 
domestic smelting practices. Further, 
the availability of electric power will be 
quantified to assess the extent to which 
electric smelting can be adopted by new 
copper smelters. The Administrator will 
consider the results of this study, to¬ 
gether with comments submitted by in¬ 
terested persons on or before Decem¬ 
ber 2, 1974, in determining whether the 
proposed standards should be revised 
prior to promulgation. 

On the basis of information available 
at this time, the Administrator has 
determined that the flash and the electric 
furnace smelting processes, in conjunc¬ 
tion with adequately demonstrated emis¬ 
sion control systems, constitute the best 
systems of copper smelter sulfur dioxide 
emission reduction for new smelters, 
considering cost, which have been ade¬ 
quately demonstrated. The proposed 
particulate matter standard for dryers 
at copper smelters limits emissions to 
levels achievable with fabric filter con¬ 
trol equipment. The visible emission 
standard specified for dryers is intended 
to require proper operation and mainte¬ 
nance of such equipment on a day-to- 
day basis, and not to require the use of a 
control system different from that re¬ 
quired to comply with the particulate 
standard. The time exemption included 
in the visible emission standard accom¬ 
modates higher opacities caused by pe¬ 
riodic bag shaking. 

At this time, it appears that a sub¬ 
stantial amount of the increases in pro¬ 
duction of copper over the next few years 
will be accomplished through expansions 
at the existing primary copper smelters. 
In the Administrator’s judgment, the cost 
of controlling sulfur dioxide emissions 
from existing reverberatory furnaces to 
meet the proposed standards is unrea¬ 
sonable; some exemption is therefore 
necessary to allow expansions of existing 
smelters at a reasonable cost. This is ac¬ 
complished in the proposed sulfur di¬ 
oxide standard of performance by per¬ 
mitting existing reverberatory smelting 
furnaces to be modified without meeting 
the proposed SO., standard, provided the 
total emissions discharged into the at¬ 
mosphere from all the facilities at the 
smelter do not increase above levels al¬ 
lowed under implementation plans ap¬ 
proved or promulgated under 40 CFR 
Part 52. The proposed exemption applies 
only to existing reverberatory smelting 
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furnaces; any modification of an exist¬ 
ing roaster or converter will be subject 
to the standard of performance. A fur¬ 
ther exemption may be necessary on a 
casc-by-case basis if an existing smelter 
has installed best available control tech¬ 
nology on roasters and converters and an 
increase in total emissions from all facili¬ 
ties at the smelter resulting from a pro¬ 
posed modification of an existing rever¬ 
beratory furnace cannot be avoided 
through a process change, blending of gas 
streams, or other control options. 

Because of the complexity of the tech¬ 
nical and economic issues concerning the 
proposed standard of performance for 
copper smelters, the Administrator urges 
all interested persons to submit factual 
data bearing cn the issues discussed 
above, or any other issues pertaining to 
the proposed standard, during the com¬ 
ment period. In particular, comments are 
solicited on the extent to which it will be 
necessary to adopt electric furnace smelt¬ 
ing to comply with the proposed stand¬ 
ard, and on the economics and energy re¬ 
quirements of electric smelting. 

Primary Zinc Smelters 

In developing the proposed standards 
for emissions from primary zinc smelters, 
the Administrator has considered both 
the electrolytic zinc extraction process, 
which generates no weak SO- streams, 
and those pyrometallurgical processes 
which conventionally discharge a weak 
S0 3 stream from sintering machines. A 
discussion of demonstrated SO, control 
technology for Weak and strong SOa 
streams is presented in the General Ra¬ 
tionale. When roasting of zinc concen¬ 
trates precedes sintering, as is the prac¬ 
tice at each of the three domestic non- 
electrolytic zinc smelters, the sintering 
machine effluent typically contains 3 to 
7 percent of the smelter input sulfur at a 
concentration of 400 to 3000 ppm SOr. 
The cost of controlling the weak SO a 
stream from a sintering machine was 
considered unreasonable. The alternative 
of basing a standard solely on the elec¬ 
trolytic process produces higher purity, 
more expensive zinc than is required by 
many end uses < approximately 50 percent 
of U.S. zinc consumption). Some uses 
such as galvanizing even require the pres¬ 
ence of impurities, and the application of 
electrolytically produced zinc would ne¬ 
cessitate debasing the metal at an addi¬ 
tional cost of 0.5 cent per pound of zinc. 
On the other hand, the non-electrolytic 
zinc smelting process accommodates the 
two major types of reduction furnaces 
which individually produce intermediate- 
grade zinc and the lower grade (prime 
western) zinc for end uses such as gal¬ 
vanizing. 

The proposed standards for affected 
facilities at zinc smelters limit emissions 
of particulate matter from sintering 
machines to levels achievable with fabric 
filter control equipment. As noted above 
for the copper smelter standard, the vis¬ 
ible emission standard specified for 
sintering machines is intended to require 
proper operation and maintenance of the 
control equipment required to comply 


with the particulate standard and in¬ 
cludes a time exemption for higher opac¬ 
ities caused by bag shaking. No sulfur 
dioxide emission limitation is specified 
tor sintering machines, but any sintering 
machine which emits more than 10 per¬ 
cent of the smelter input sulfur (as SO* 
will be subject to the same SO* standard 
as zinc roasters. This ensures that sinter¬ 
ing machines which are operated simul¬ 
taneously as roasters and which have 
been judged to be capable of generating 
strong SO.- streams will be controlled to 
the level required on all other strong S0 3 
streams. The proposed standards require 
the equivalent of DA acid plant control 
for zinc roasters. 

Primary Lead Smelters 

In developing the proposed standards 
for emissions from lead smelters, the 
Administrator has considered: (1) The 
conventional process that does not use 
sintering machine gas recirculation, (2) 
the similar process including sintering 
machine gas recirculation, and (3) the 
electric furnace-converter process. In the 
first process, the sintering machine 
effluent is either a single weak SO: 
stream, or a single strong SO? stream 
from the front end of the machine and 
a single weak SO, stream from the back 
end. If the sintering machine effluent is 
split, the weak SO? stream typically con¬ 
tains 20 percent of the smelter input sul¬ 
fur. In the second process, gas recircula¬ 
tion permits the attainment of a single 
strong SO: stream from the sintering 
machine. Both of the first two processes 
discharge from bbst furnaces a weak 
SO„ stream containing approximately 7 
percent of the smelter input sulfur at a 
gas stream concentration of 500 to 2500 
ppm SO,. The cost of controlling SO* in 
the blast furnace effluent was considered 
unreasonable. The third process, using 
an electric furnace and converters, is the 
only demonstrated lead smelting process 
which has been identified to be capable 
of eliminating all weak SO- streams. 
However, this process has to date been 
used only in a single foreign smelter, 
with no SO.- control applied to the con¬ 
verters. Further, the electric furnace 
process has not yet handled concentrates 
containing less than 65 percent lead, and 
domestic concentrates typically contain 
55 percent lead. In the judgment of the 
Administrator, it has not been demon¬ 
strated that the electric furnace process 
is of sufficiently broad applicability to 
justify basing the proposed standards 
solely on this process. However, the Ad¬ 
ministrator has determined that the 
proposed standards should be based on 
the generation of a strong SO* sintering 
machine discharge, thereby effectively 
requiring sintering machine gas recircu¬ 
lation. A discussion of demonstrated SO- 
control technology for weak and Strong 
SO: streams is presented above under 
General Rationale. 

The proposed standards for affected 
facilities at lead smelters limit emissions 
of particulate matter from blast fur¬ 
naces, dross reverberatory furnaces, and 
the discharge end of sintering machines 


to levels achievable with fabric filter con¬ 
trol equipment. The visible emission 
standard specified for these affected fa¬ 
cilities is intended, as noted above for the 
zinc smelter standard, to require proper 
operation and maintenance of the con¬ 
trol equipment used to comply with the 
particulate standard. A time exemption 
is included in the visible emission stand¬ 
ard to accommodate higher opacities 
caused by periodic bag shaking. The pro¬ 
posed standards require the equivalent of 
DA acid plant control for sintering ma¬ 
chines, electric furnaces, and converter. 

Environmental Effects 

The SO, control systems used to com¬ 
ply with the proposed standards wall pro¬ 
duce large quantities of sulfur-bearing 
materials, such as sulfuric acid and liq¬ 
uid sulfur dioxide. During the develop¬ 
ment of the proposed standards, the in¬ 
dustry expressed concern that large 
quantities of sulfuric acid will not be 
marketable, and will require neutraliza¬ 
tion and subsequent disposal. At this 
time, all existing smelters with acid 
plants appear to have developed markets 
for acid, and the indications are that 
there will be an increasing demand for 
more acid over the next few years. The 
potential environmental effects of acid 
disposal, as well as the disposal of sul¬ 
fates derived from scrubbing systems, in¬ 
volve land and water pollution. Costs for 
the neutralization and disposal of sul¬ 
furic acid were calculated and taken into 
account in setting the proposed emission 
limits. The background information re¬ 
port contains a detailed discussion of 
these potential secondary effects of the 
proposed standards. It is the judgment of 
the Administrator that the potential ad¬ 
verse environmental effects of the pro¬ 
posed standards on land and water are 
less than the effects which would result 
if the controlled sulfur dioxide were dis¬ 
charged into the atmosphere. 

Test Methods 

The proposed standards require that 
performance tests be conducted and in 
addition that SO? emissions be continu¬ 
ously measured with continuous monitors 
for each affected facility subject to an 
SO: standard. Method 12 contains per¬ 
formance specifications for the required 
continuous SO., monitors and prescribes 
the method for demonstrating monitors 
on each individual emission source. Ex¬ 
cept during performance tests, the con¬ 
tinuous SO* data are not intended to 
determine compliance with the proposed 
standards, but to provide a day-to-day 
indication of proper operation and main¬ 
tenance of the process and emission con¬ 
trol equipment. Compliance with the SO» 
standards is determined only by a per¬ 
formance test, conducted in accordance 
with the provisions of § 60.8 — Perform¬ 
ance tests, and with the test methods and 
procedures contained in each applicable 
subpart. The reference test method for 
performance tests is a continuous SOi 
monitor demonstrated by Method 12. 
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Energy Requirements 

The energy requirements of these pro¬ 
posed standards have been evaluated. 
The power required to control all new 
primary copper, lead and zinc smelters 
constructed by 1980 to comply with the 
proposed standards is 48.5 million kilo¬ 
watt-hours per year which is equivalent 
to about 76,000 barrels per year of Num¬ 
ber 6 fuel oil; relative to typical State 
implementation plan requirements for 
primary copper, lead, and zinc smelters, 
the incremental power required by the 
proposed standards is 4.5 million kilo¬ 
watt-hours per year, which is equivalent 
to about 7,000 barrels per year of Number 
6 fuel oil. This indicates that the pro¬ 
posed standards will have a minor impact 
on the imbalance between national en¬ 
ergy demand and domestic supply. 

The proposed standard for primary 
copper smelters will probably result in a 
change in the basic process used to smelt 
copper. The optional smelting processes 
are flash furnaces and electric furnaces. 
A flash smelter w T hich meets the proposed 
standard will require approximately 25 
percent less overall energy utilization 
than a conventional uncon trolled rever¬ 
beratory furnace smelter. The overall 
energy requirements of an electric fur¬ 
nace smelter controlled to meet the pro¬ 
posed standard are roughly comparable 
to those of a reverberatory furnace 
smelter with a 20 to 30 percent lower level 
of control. 

The power requirements of the pro¬ 
posed standards are generated by the use 
of fans or pumps to circulate exhaust 
gases or scrubbing liquids through the 
control devices. The proposed standards 
do not require the direct consumption 
of appreciable quantities of fuel oil or 
natural gas. The power required to meet 
the proposed standards represents no 
more than approximately 5 percent of the 
total process power requirements of the 
smelters to be constructed by 1980. 

Opacity Standards 

The proper use of and test methods for 
opacity standards are presently being re¬ 
considered by the Agency in response to 
remands from the United States Court 
of Appeals for the District of Columbia 
Circuit in Portland Cement Ass’n v. 
Ruckelshaus, 486 P. 2d 375 (1973). and 
Essex Chemical Corp. v. Ruckelshaus, 
486 F. 2d 427 (1973). The response to the 
remand in the Portland Cement case 
should be completed shortly. At that time, 
the Agency will promulgate or propose 
such revisions of its opacity standards or 
test methods as it deems necessary or 
desirable. 

This notice of proposed rulemaking is 
issued under the authority of sections 111 
Clean Air Act, as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 1857c-6 and 9). 

John Quarles, 
Acting Administrator. 

October 4, 1974. 

It is proposed to amend Part 60 of 
Chapter 1, title 40 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations, by adding new subparts, P, 


Q and R, and by adding Method 12 to Ap¬ 
pendix A as follows; 

Subpart P—Standards of Performance for 
Primary Copper Smelters 

Sec. 

60.160 Applicability and designation of af¬ 
fected faculty. 

60. 161 Definitions. 

60. 162 Standard for particulate matter. 

60.163 Standard for sulfur dioxide. 

60.164 Standard for visible emissions. 

60.165 Emission monitoring. 

60. 166 Test methods and procedures. 

Subpart Q—Standards of Performance for 
Primary Zinc Smelters 

60.170 Applicability and designation of af¬ 

fected facility. 

60.171 Definitions. 

60.172 Standard for particulate matter. 

60.173 Standard for sulfur dioxide. 

60. 174 Standard for visible emissions. 

60. 175 Emission monitoring. 

60. 176 Test methods and procedures. 

Subpart R—Standards of Performance for 
Primary Lead Smelters 

60. 180 Applicability and designation of af¬ 
fected facility. 

60. 181 Definitions. 

60. 182 Standard for particulate matter. 

60.183 Standard for sulfur dioxide. 

60.184 Standard for visible emissions. 

60. 185 Emission monitoring. 

60. 186 Test methods and procedures. 

Appendix A— Reference Methods 

Method 12—Determination of sulfur dioxide 
emissions from stationary sources by con¬ 
tinuous monitors. 

Authority: Secs. Ill, 114, Pub. L. 91-604 
(42 U.S.C. 1857(c)(6) and (9)). 

Subpart P—Standards of Performance for 
Primary Copper Smelters 

§ 60.160 Applicability and designation 
of affected facility. 

The provisions of this subpart are ap¬ 
plicable to the following affected facilities 
in primary copper smelters: Dryer, 
roaster, smelting furnace, and copper 
converter. 

§ 60.161 Definitions. 

As used in this subpart, all terms not 
defined herein shall have the meaning 
given them in the Act and in subpart A of 
this part. 

(a) “Copper converter” means any 
vessel to which copper matte is charged 
and oxidized to copper. 

(b) “Dryer” means any facility in 
which a copper sulfide ore concentrate 
charge is heated in the presence of air to 
eliminate a portion of the moisture from 
the charge, provided less than 5 percent 
of the sulfur contained in the charge is 
eliminated in the facility. 

(c) “Primary copper smelter” means 
any installation engaged in the produc¬ 
tion, or any intermediate process in the 
production, of copper from copper sul¬ 
fide ore concentrates through the use of 
pyrometallurgical techniques. 

(d) “Reverberatory smelting furnace” 
means any vessel in which the smelting 
of copper sulfide ore concentrates or cal¬ 
cines is performed and in which the heat 
necessary for smelting is provided pri¬ 
marily by combustion of a fossil fuel. 


(e) “Roaster” means any facility in 
which a copper sulfide ore concentrate 
charge is heated in the presence of air to 
eliminate a significant portion (5 percent 
or more) of the sulfur contained in the 
charge. 

(f) “Smelting” means processing tech¬ 
niques for the melting of a copper sulfide 
ore concentrate or calcine charge lead¬ 
ing to the formation of separate layers 
of molten slag, molten copper, and/or 
copper matte. 

(g) “Smelting furnace” means any 
vessel in which the smelting of copper 
sulfide ore concentrates or calcines is 
performed and in which the heat neces¬ 
sary for smelting is provided by an elec¬ 
tric current, rapid oxidation of a portion 
of the sulfur contained in the concen¬ 
trate as it passes through an oxidizing 
atmosphere, or the combustion of a fossil 
fuel. 

(h) “Sulfuric acid plant” means any 
facility producing sulfuric acid by the 
contact process. 

§ 60.162 Stundard for particulate matter. 

(a) On and after the date on which 
the performance test required to be con¬ 
ducted by § 60.8 is completed, no owner 
or operator subject to the provisions of 
this subpart shall cause to be discharged 
into the atmosphere from any dryer any 
gases which contain particulate matter in 
excess of 50 mg/dsem (0.022 gr/dsef). 

§ 60.163 Standard for sulfur dioxide. 

(a) On and after the date on which 
ttv performance test required to be con¬ 
ducted by § 60.8 is completed, no owner 
or operator subject to the provisions of 
this subpart shall cause to be discharged 
into the atmosphere from any roaster, 
smelting furnace, or copper converter 
any gases which contain sulfur dioxide 
in excess of 0.065 percent by volume, ex¬ 
cept as provided in paragraph (b) of this 
section. 

(b) Any physical or operational 
change to any existing reverberatory 
smelting furnace which results in an 
increase in sulfur dioxide emission rate 
from such furnace shall not be considered 
a modification to such furnace provided 
the combined total rate of sulfur dioxide 
emissions discharged into the atmos¬ 
phere from all existing and affected 
facilities at the primary copper smelter 
does not increase. The baseline sulfur 
dioxide emission rate shall be that al¬ 
lowed under implementation plans ap¬ 
proved or promulgated under 40 CFR 
Part 52. 

§ 60.164 Standard for visible omissions. 

(a) On and after the date on which 
the performance test required to be con¬ 
ducted by § 60.8 is completed, no owner 
or operator subject to the provisions of 
this subpart shall cause to be discharged 
into the atmosphere from any dryer 
any visible emissions which exhibit 20 
percent or greater opacity, except for 
2 minutes in any one hour. 

(b) On and after the date on which 
the performance test required to be con¬ 
ducted by § 60.8 is completed, no owner 
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or operator subject to the provisions of 
tills subpart shall cause to be discharged 
into the atmosphere from any affected 
facility that uses a sulfuric acid plant to 
comply with the standard set forth In 
§ 60.163, any visible emissions which ex¬ 
hibit 20 percent or greater opacity, except 
for 2 minutes in any one hour. 

(c) Where the presence of uncombined 
water is the only reason for failure to 
meet the requirement of paragraph (a) 
or (b) of this section, such failure shall 
not be a violation of this section. 

§ 60.165 Emission monitoring. 

(a) The owner or operator of any pri¬ 
mary copper smelter subject to the pro¬ 
visions of this subpart shall install, 
calibrate, maintain, and operate meas¬ 
urement systems as follows: 

(1) A photoelectric or other type 
smoke detector and recorder to contin¬ 
uously monitor and record the opacity of 
gases discharged into the atmosphere 
from any dryer. 

(2) An instrument for continuously 
monitoring and recording sulfur dioxide 
emissions subject to § 60.163. For the 
purpose of this subparagraph, “contin¬ 
uous monitoring” means the sampling, 
analyzing and recording of at least one 
measurement of sulfur dioxide concen¬ 
tration. from the effluent of the emission 
control system serving each roaster, 
smelting furnace, or copper converter, 
in each 15-minute period. 

(b) The measurement system installed 
and used pursuant to paragraph (a)(1) 
of this section shall meet specifications 
prescribed by the Administrator. The 
measurement system installed and used 
pursuant to paragraph (a)(2) of this 
section shall be demonstrated in accord¬ 
ance with the specification test proce¬ 
dures prescribed in Method 12 in Appen¬ 
dix A to this part to meet the measure¬ 
ment system performance specifications 
also prescribed in Method 12. 

(c) The Administrator shall receive 
notification postmarked not less than 2 
weeks in advance of the start of the field 
test period required in Method 12 to 
afford the Administrator the opportunity 
to have an observer present. 

(d) Emissions shall be monitored by 
sampling gases discharged from the 
emission control system. The sampling 
point for sulfur dioxide emissions subject 
to 5 60.163 shall be in the duct at the 
centroid of the cross section if the cross 
sectional area is less than 4.6 m* (49.496 
ft 5 ) or at a point no closer to the wall 
than 1.0 m (3.281 ft) if the cross sectional 
area is 4.6 m 3 (49.496 ft") or more. 

(e) The measurement system installed 
and used pursuant to this section shall 
be subjected to the manufacturer’s 
recommended zero and span adjustment 
at least once daily unless the manufac¬ 
turer recommends adjustments at 
shorter Intervals, in which case such 
recommendations shall be followed. Min¬ 
imum procedures for non-extractive 
monitoring systems shall include upscale 
adjustment using a certified calibration 
gas cell or a test cell which is optically 


equivalent to a known gas concentration. 

(f) Six-hour average sulfur dioxide 
concentrations shall be calculated in ac¬ 
cordance with § 60.166(c), and recorded 
daily, for four consecutive 6-hour periods 
of each operating day. 

(g) For the purpose of reports pur¬ 
suant to § 60.7(c), periods of excess 
emissions that shall be reported are de¬ 
fined as follows: 

(1) Opacity. All hourly periods in 
which the opacity of the gases discharged 
into the atmosphere from any dryer sub¬ 
ject to 5 60.164(a) exceeds 20 percent for 
more than 2 minutes. 

(2) Sulfur dioxide . All 6-hourly 
periods, as described in paragraph (f) of 
this section and in 5 60.166(c), during 
which the average sulfur dioxide con¬ 
centration in the gases discharged into 
the atmosphere from any affected facility 
exceeds the limit set forth in 5 60.163. 

§ 60.166 Test methods and procedures. 

(a) The reference methods in Appen¬ 
dix A to this part, except as provided for 
in § 60.8(b), shall be used to determine 
compliance with the standards prescribed 
in 55 60.162 and 60.163 as follows: 

(1) Method 5 for the concentration of 
particulate matter and the associated 
moisture content, 

(2) Method 1 for sample and velocity 
traverses. 

(3) Method 2 for velocity and volu¬ 
metric flow rate, 

(4) Method 3 for gas analysis, and 

(5) Method 12 for the concentration 
of sulfur dioxide. 

(b) For Method 5, the sampling time 
for each run shall be at least 120 min¬ 
utes and the sampling rate shall be at 
least 0.9 dscm/hr (0.53 dscf/min) except 
that shorter sampling times, when neces¬ 
sitated by process variables or other 
factors, may be approved by the Ad¬ 
ministrator. 

(c) For Method 12, sulfur dioxide 
concentrations shall be determined using 
the continuous measurement system in¬ 
stalled, calibrated, maintained, and 
operated in accordance with § 60.165(a), 
(b), (d), and (e). One continuous 6-hour 
sample shall constitute one run. Six-hour 
average concentrations of sulfur dioxide 
shall be calculated as follows: 

(1) Divide the 6-hour period into 
twenty-four 15-minute segments. 

(2) Determine a sulfur dioxide con¬ 
centration measurement for each 15- 
minute period. This measurement may be 
obtained either by continuous integra¬ 
tion of all measurements (from the spec¬ 
ified affected facility) recorded during 
the 15-minute period or from the arith¬ 
metic average of any number of con¬ 
centration readings equally spaced over 
the 15 minutes. In the latter case, the 
same number of concentration readings 
shall be taken in each 15-minute period 
and shall be similarly spaced within each 
15-minute period. 

(3) Calculate the arithmetic average 
of all 24 concentration measurements. 


Subpart Q —Standards of Performance for 
Primary Zinc Smelters 

§ 60.170 Applicability am* designation 
of affected facility. 

The provisions of this subpart are ap¬ 
plicable to the following affected facili¬ 
ties in primary zinc smelters: roaster and 
sintering machine. 

§ 60.171 Definitions. 

As used in this subpart, all terms not 
defined herein shall have the meaning 
given them in the Act and in subpart A 
of this part. 

(a) “Primary zinc smelter” means any 
installation engaged in the production, or 
any intermediate process in the produc¬ 
tion, of zinc or zinc oxide from zinc sul¬ 
fide ore concentrates through the use of 
pyrometallurgical techniques. 

(b) “Roaster” means any facility in 
which a zinc sulfide ore concentrate 
charge is heated in the presence of air 
to eliminate a significant portion (10 
percent or more) of the sulfur contained 
in the charge. 

(c) “Sintering machine” means any 
furnace in which calcines are heated in 
the presence of air to agglomerate the 
calcines into a hard porous mass called 
“sinter.” 

(d) “Sulfuric acid plant” means any 
facility producing sulfuric acid by the 
contact process. 

§ 60.172 Standard for particulate mat¬ 
ter. 

(a) On and after the date on which 
the performance test required to be con¬ 
ducted by § 60.8 is completed, no owner 
or operator subject to the provisions of 
this subpart shall cause to be discharged 
into the atmosphere from any sintering 
machine any gases which contain par¬ 
ticulate matter in excess of 50 mg/dsem 
(0.022 gr/dsef). 

§ 60.173 Standard for sulfur dioxide. 

(a) On and after the date on which 
the performance test required to be con¬ 
ducted by § 60.8 is completed, no owner 
or operator subject to the provisions of 
this subpart shall cause to be discharged 
into the atmosphere from any roaster 
any gases which contain sulfur dioxide in 
excess of 0.065 percent by volume. 

§ 60.174 Standard for visible emissions. 

(a) On and after the date on which 
the performance test required to be con¬ 
ducted by § 60.8 is completed, no owner 
or operator subject to the provisions of 
this subpart shall cause to be discharged 
Into the atmosphere from any sintering 
machine any visible emissions which ex¬ 
hibit 20 percent or greater opacity, ex¬ 
cept for 2 minutes in any one hour. 

(b) On and after the date on which 
the performance test required to be con¬ 
ducted by § 60.8 is completed, no owner 
or operator subject to the provisions of 
this subpart shall cause to be discharged 
into the atmosphere from any affected 
facility that uses a sulfuric acid plant to 
comply with the standard set forth in 
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g 60.173, any visible emissions which ex¬ 
hibit 20 percent or greater opacity, except 
for 2 minutes in any one hour. 

(c) Where the presence of uncom- 
bined water is the only reason for failure 
to meet the requirements of paragraph 

(a) or (b) of this section, such failure 
shall not be a violation of this section. 


§ 60.175 Emission monitoring. 

(a) The owner or operator of any pri¬ 
mary zinc smelter subject to the provi¬ 
sions of this subpart shall install, cali¬ 
brate. maintain, and operate measure¬ 
ment systems as follows: 

(1) A photoelectric or other type 
smoke detector and recorder to continu¬ 
ously monitor and record the opacity of 
gases discharged into the atmosphere 
from any sintering machine. 

(2) An instrument for continuously 
monitoring and recording the concentra¬ 
tion of sulfur dioxide in gases discharged 
into the atmosphere from any roaster. 
For the purpose of this subparagraph, 
“continuous monitoring'* means the 
sampling, analyzing and recording of at 
least one measurement of sulfur dioxide 
concentration in each 15-minute period. 

ib) The measurement system in¬ 
stalled and used pursuant to paragraph 
(a) (1) of this section shall meet specifi¬ 
cations prescribed by the Administrator. 
The measurement system installed and 
used pursuant to paragraph (a) (2) of 
this section shall be demonstrated in ac¬ 
cordance with the specification test pro¬ 
cedures prescribed in Method 12 in Ap¬ 
pendix A to this part to meet the meas¬ 
urement system performance specifica¬ 
tions also prescribed In Method 12. 

(c) The Administrator shall receive 
notification postmarked not less than 2 
weeks in advance of the start of the field 
test period required in Method 12 to 
afford the Administrator the opportu¬ 
nity to have an observer present. 

(d) Emissions shall be monitored by 
sampling gases discharged from the 
emission control systems. The sampling 
point for sulfur dioxide emissions sub¬ 
ject to § 60.173 shall be in the duct at 
the centroid of the cross section if the 
cross sectional area is less than 4.6 m 1 
(49.496 ft 2 ) or at a point no closer to the 
wall than 1.0 m (3.281 ft) if the cross 
sectional area is 4.6 m* (49.496 ft*) or 
more. 


<e) The measurement systems in¬ 
stalled and used pursuant to this section 
shall be subjected to the manufacturer’s 
recommended zero and span adjustment 
at least once daily unless the manufac¬ 
turer recommends adjustments at shorter 
intervals, In which case such recommen¬ 
dations shall be followed. Minimum pro¬ 
cedures for nonextractive monitoring 
systems shall include upscale adjustment 
using a certified calibration gas cell or a 
test cell which is optically equivalent to 
a known gas concentration. 

(f) Two-hour average sulfur dioxide 
concentrations shall be calculated in ac¬ 


cordance with 5 60.176(c), and recordec 
daily, for 12 consecutive 2-hour period 
of each operating day. 

For the purpose of reports pursuan 
to 5 60.7 (c), periods of excess emission 


that shall be reported are defined as 
follows: 

(1) Opacity. All hourly periods in 
which the opacity of the gases discharged 
Into the atmosphere from any sintering 
machine subject to § 60.174(a) exceeds 20 
percent for more than 2 minutes. 

(2) Sulfur dioxide. All 2-hourly pe¬ 
riods. as described in paragraph (f) of 
this section and in § 60.176(c), during 
which the average sulfur dioxide con¬ 
centration in the gases discharged into 
the atmosphere from any roaster exceeds 
the limit set forth in § 60.173. 

§60.176 Teat methods and procedures. 

(a) The reference methods in Appen¬ 
dix A to this part, except as provided for 
in § 60.8(b), shall be used to determine 
compliance with the standards prescribed 
in §§ 60.172 and 60.173 as follows: 

(1) Method 5 for the concentration of 
particulate matter and the associated 
moisture content, 

(2) Method 1 for sample and velocity 
traverses, 

(3) Method 2 for velocity and volumet¬ 
ric flow rate, 

(4) Method 3 for gas analysis, and 

(5) Method 12 for the concentration of 
sulfur dioxide. 

(b) For Method 5, the sampling time 
for each run shall be at least 120 minutes 
and the sampling rate shall be at least 
0.9 dsem/hr (0.53 dsef/min) except that 
shorter sampling times, when necessi¬ 
tated by process variables or other fac¬ 
tors, may be approved by the Adminis¬ 
trator. 

(c) For Method 12, sulfur dioxide con¬ 
centrations shall be determined using the 
continuous measurement system In¬ 
stalled, calibrated, maintained, and op¬ 
erated in accordance with § 60.175 (a), 
(b). (d), and (e). One continuous 2-hour 
sample shall constitute one run. Two- 
hour average concentrations of sulfur di¬ 
oxide shall be calculated as follows: 

(1) Divide the 2-hour period into eight 
15-minute segments. 

(2) Determine a sulfur dioxide concen¬ 
tration measurement for each 15-minute 
period. This measurement may be ob¬ 
tained either by continuous integration 
of all measurements (from the specified 
affected facility) recorded during the 15- 
minute period or from the arithmetic 
average of any number of concentration 
readings equally spaced over the 15 min¬ 
utes. In the latter case, the same num¬ 
ber of concentration readings shall be 
taken in each 15-minute period and shall 
be similarly spaced within each 15-min¬ 
ute period. 

(3) Calculate the arithmetic average 
of all eight concentration measurements. 

Subpart R—Standards of Performance 
for Primary Lead Smelters 

§60.180 Applicability and designation 
of affected facility. 

The provisions of this subpart are ap¬ 
plicable to the following affected facili¬ 
ties in primary lead smelters: sintering 
machine, sintering machine discharge 
end, blast furnace, dross reverberatory 
furnace, electric smelting furnace, and 
converter. 


§ 60.181 Definitions. 

As used in this subpart, all terms not 
defined herein shall have the meaning 
given them in the Act and in subpart A 
of this part. 

(a) “Blast furnace” means any reduc¬ 
tion furnace to which sinter is charged 
and which forms separate layers of mol¬ 
ten slag and lead bullion. 

(b) “Converter” means any vessel to 
which lead concentrate or bullion is 
charged and refined. 

(c> “Dross reverberatory furnace” 
means any furnace used for the removal 
or refining of impurities from lead bul¬ 
lion. 

(d) “Electric smelting furnace” means 
any furnace in which the heat necessary 
for smelting of the lead sulfide ore con¬ 
centrate charge is generated by passing 
an electric current through a portion of 
the molten mass in the furnace. 

(e) “Primary lead smelter” means any 
installation engaged in the production, 
or any intermediate process in the pro¬ 
duction, of lead from lead sulfide ore con¬ 
centrates through the use of pyrometal- 
lurgic&l techniques. 

(f) “Sinter bed” means the lead sulfide 
ore concentrate charge within a sintering 
machine. 

(g) “Sintering machine” means any 
furnace in which a lead sulfide ore con¬ 
centrate charge is heated in the presence 
of air to eliminate sulfur contained in 
the charge and to agglomerate the charge 
into a hard porous mass called “sinter.” 

(h) “Sintering machine discharge end” 
means any apparatus which receives 
sinter as it is discharged from the con¬ 
veying grate of a sintering machine. 

(i) “Sulfuric add plant” means any 
facility producing sulfuric acid by the 
contact process. 

§ 60.182 Standard for particulate matter. 

(a) On and after the date on which 
the performance test required to be con¬ 
ducted by § 60.8 is completed, no owner 
or operator subject to the provisions of 
this subpart shall cause to be discharged 
into the atmosphere from any blast fur¬ 
nace, dross reverberatory furnace, or 
sintering machine discharge end any 
gases which contain particulate matter in 
excess of 50 mg/dsem (0.022 gr/dsef)- 

§ 60.183 Standard for sal fur dioxide. 

(a) On and after the date on which 
the performance test required to be con¬ 
ducted by § 60.8 is completed, no owner 
or operator subject to the provisions of 
this subpart shall cause to be discharged 
into the atmosphere from any sintering 
machine (provided such gases pass 
through the sinter bed), electric smelting 
furnace, or converter any gases which 
contain sulfur dioxide in excess of 0.065 
percent by volume. 

§ 60.184 Standard for visible emissions. 

(a) On and after the date on which 
the performance test required to be con¬ 
ducted by § 60.8 is completed, no owner 
or operator subject to the provisions of 
this subpart shall cause to be discharged 
into the atmosphere from any blast fur¬ 
nace, dross reverberatory furnace, or sin¬ 
tering machine discharge end any visible 
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emissions which exhibit 20 percent or 
greater opacity, except for 2 minutes in 
any one hour. 

(b) On and after the date on which the 
performance test required to be con¬ 
ducted by § 60.8 is completed, no owner 
or operator subject to the provisions of 
this subpart shall cause to be discharged 
into the atmosphere from any affected 
facility that uses a sulfuric acid plant to 
comply with the standard set forth in 
§ 60.183, any visible emissions which ex¬ 
hibit 20 percent or greater opacity, ex¬ 
cept for 2 minutes in any one hour. 

(c) Where the presence of uncombined 
water is the only reason for failure to 
meet the requirements of paragraph (a> 
or (b) of this section, such failure shall 
not be a violation of this section. 

§ 60.185 Emission monitoring. 

(a) The owner or operator of any pri¬ 
mary lead smelter subject to the provi¬ 
sions of this subpart shall install, cali¬ 
brate, maintain, and operate measure¬ 
ment systems as follows: 

(1) A photoelectric or other type smoke 
detector and recorder to continuously 
monitor and record the opacity of gases 
discharged into the atmosphere from any 
affected facility subject to § 60.184(a). 

(2) An instrument for continuously 
monitoring and recording the concentra¬ 
tion of sulfur dioxide in gases discharged 
into the atmosphere from any affected 
facility subject to § 60.183(a). For the 
purpose of this subparagraph, “continu¬ 
ous monitoring” means the sampling, 
analyzing and recording of at least one 
measurement of sulfur dioxide concen¬ 
tration in each 15-minute period. 

(b) The measurement system installed 
and used pursuant to paragraph (a)(1) 
of this section shall meet specifications 
prescribed by the Administrator. The 
measurement system installed and used 
pursuant to paragraph (a) (2) of this sec¬ 
tion shall be demonstrated in accordance 
with the specification test procedures 
prescribed in Method 12 in Appendix A to 
this part to meet the measurement sys¬ 
tem performance specifications also pre¬ 
scribed in Method 12. 

(c) The Administrator shall receive 
notification postmarked not less than 2 
weeks in advance of the start of the field 
test period required in Method 12 to af¬ 
ford the Administrator the opportunity 
to have an observer present. 

(d) Emissions shall be monitored by 
sampling gases discharged from the emis¬ 
sion control systems. The sampling point 
for sulfur dioxide emissions subject to 
§ 60.183 shall be in the duct at the cen¬ 
troid of the cross section if the cross sec¬ 
tional area is less than 4.6 m J (49.496 ft 2 ) 
or a a point no closer to the wall than 
1.0 m (3.281 ft) if the cross sectional area 
is 4.6 m 3 (49.496 ft 3 ) or more. 

(e) The measurement systems installed 
and used pursuant to this section shall 
be subjected to the manufacturer’s rec¬ 
ommended zero and span adjustment at 
least once dally unless the manufacturer 
recommends adjustments at shorter in¬ 
tervals, in which case such recommenda¬ 
tions shall be followed. Minimum pro¬ 


cedures for non-extractive monitoring 
systems shall include upscale adjustment 
using a certified calibration gas cell or a 
test cell which is optically equivalent to a 
known gas concentration. 

(f) Two-hour average sulfur dioxide 
concentrations shall be calculated in ac¬ 
cordance with § 60.186(c), and recorded 
daily, for 12 consecutive 2-liour periods 
of each operating day. 

(g) For the purpose of reports pursu¬ 
ant to § 60.7(c), periods of excess emis¬ 
sions that shall be reported are defined 
as follows: 

(1) Opacity . All hourly periods in 
which the opacity of the gases discharged 
into the atmosphere from any affected 
facility subject to § 60.184(a) exceeds 20 
percent for more than 2 minutes. 

(2) Sulfur dioxide . All 2-hourly peri¬ 
ods, as described in paragraph (f) of this 
section and in § 60.186(c), during which 
the average sulfur dioxide concentration 
in the gases discharged into the atmos¬ 
phere from any affected facility exceeds 
the limit set forth in § 60.183. 

§ 60.186 Test methods and procedures. 

(a) The reference methods in Appen¬ 
dix A to this part, except as provided for 
in § 60.8(b), shall be used to determine 
compliance with the standards prescribed 
in §§ 60.182 and 60.183 as follows: 

(1) Method 5 for the concentration of 
particulate matter and the associated 
moisture content, 

(2) Method 1 for sample and velocity 
traverses, 

(3) Method 2 for velocity and volumet¬ 
ric flow rate. 

(4) Method 3 for gas analysis, and 

(5) Method 12 for the concentration 
of sulfur dioxide. 

(b> For Method 5, the sampling time 
for each run shall be at least 120 min¬ 
utes and the sampling rate shall be at 
least 0.9 dscm/hr (0.53 dscf/min) except 
that shorter sampling times, when neces¬ 
sitated by process variables or other fac¬ 
tors, may be approved by the Adminis¬ 
trator. 

(c) For Method 12, sulfur dioxide con¬ 
centrations shall be determined using the 
continuous measurement system in¬ 
stalled, calibrated, maintained, and op¬ 
erated in accordance with § 60.185(a), 
(b), (d), and (e). One continuous 2-hour 
sample shall constitute one run. Two- 
hour average concentrations of sulfur 
dioxide shall be calculated as follows: 

(1) Divide the 2-hour period into eight 
15-minute segments. 

(2) Determine a sulfur dioxide concen¬ 
tration measurement for each 15-minute 
period. This measurement may be ob¬ 
tained either by continuous integration 
of all measurements (from the specified 
affected facility) recorded during the 15- 
minute period or from the arithmetic av¬ 
erage of any number of concentration 
readings equally spaced over the 15 min¬ 
utes. In the latter case, the same number 
of concentration readings shall be taken 
in each 15-minute period and shall be 
similarly spaced within each 15-minute 
period. 


(3) Calculate the arithmetic average of 
all eight concentration measurements. 

2. Appendix A is amended by adding 
Method 12 as follows: 

Method 12. Determination op Sn.FUR 

Dioxide Emissions From Stationary 

Sources by Continuous Monitors 

1. Principle and Applicability. 1.1 Princi. 
pie. Gases are continuously sampled in the 
stack emissions and analyzed for sulfur di¬ 
oxide by a continuously operating emission 
measurement system. Sampling may include 
either the extractive or non-extractive (in 
situ) approach. 

1.2 Applicability. This method is applica¬ 
ble to the instrument systems specified by 
subparts for continuously monitoring sul¬ 
fur dioxide emissions. Specifications for con¬ 
tinuous measurement of sulfur dioxide are 
given in terms of performance specifications. 
Test procedures are given to determine the 
capability of the measurement systems to 
conform to the performance specifications 
prior to approving the systems installed by 
an affected faculty. 

2. Apparatus. 2.1 Calibration Gas Mixture. 
Mixture of a known concentration of sulfur 
dioxide in oxygen-free nitrogen. Nominal 
concentrations of 50 percent and 90 percent 
of span are recommended. The 90 percent 
gas mixture is to be used to set and to check 
the span and is referred to as the span gas. 
The gas mixtures shall be analyzed by 
Method 6 or 8 within 2 weeks prior to use, 
or demonstrated to be accurate and stable by 
an alternative method subject to approval 
of the Administrator. 

2.2 Zero Gas. A gas containing less than 
1 ppm of sulfur dioxide. 

2.3 Equipment for measurement of the 
sulfur dioxide concentration using Method 
6 or Method 8. 

2.4 Chart Recorder. Analog chart recorder, 
input voltage range compatible with analyzer 
system output. 

2.5 Continuous measurement system for 

so 3 . 

3. Definitions. 3.1 Measurement System. 
The total equipment required for the deter¬ 
mination of a sulfur dioxide concentration 
In a given source effluent. The system consists 
of three major subsystems: 

3.1.1 Sampling Interface—That portion of 
the measurement system that performs one 
or more of the following operations: delinea¬ 
tion. acquisition, transportation, and condi¬ 
tioning of a sample of the source effluent or 
protection of the analyzer from the hositile 
aspects of the sample or source environment. 

3.1.2 Analyzer—That portion of the meas¬ 
urement system which senses the pollutant 
gas and generates a signal output that Is a 
function of the pollutant concentration. 

3.1.3 Data Recorder—That portion of the 
measurement system that provides a per¬ 
manent record of the output signal In terms 
of concentration units. 

3.2 Span. The value of sulfur dioxide con¬ 
centration at which the measurement system 
is set to produce the maximum data display 
output. For the purposes of this method, the 
span shall be set at a sulfur dioxide con¬ 
centration of 2000 ppm by volume except as 
specified under 5.2. 

3.3 Accuracy (Relative). The degree of 
correctness with which the measurement 
system yields the value of gas concentration 
of a sample relative to the value given by a 
defined reference method. Tills accuracy is 
expressed In terms of error, which is the dif¬ 
ference between the paired concentration 
measurements expressed as a percentage or 
the mean reference value. 

3.4 Calibration Error. The difference be¬ 
tween the pollutant concentration indicated 
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by the measurement system and the known 
concentration of the test gas mixture. 

3.5 Zero Drift. The change In measure¬ 
ment system output over a stated period of 
time of normal continuous operation when 
the pollutant concentration at the time for 
the measurement is zero. 

3.6 Calibration Drift. The change In meas¬ 
urement system output over a stated time 
period of normal continuous operation when 
the pollutant concentration at the time of 
the measurement is the same known upscale 
value. 

3.7 Response Time. The time Interval from 
a step change In pollutant concentration at 


the input to the measurement system to the 
time at which 95 percent of the correspond¬ 
ing final value is reached as displayed on the 
measurement system data presentation 
device. 

3.8 Operational Period. A minimum period 
of time over which a measurement system is 
expected to operate within certain perform¬ 
ance specifications without unscheduled 
maintenance, repair or adjustment. 

4. Measurement System Performance 
Specifications. 

A measurement system shall meet the per¬ 
formance specifications In Table 12-1 to be 
considered acceptable under this method. 


Table 12-1. Performance Specifications 


Parameter 

1. Accuracy*--— 

2. Calibration error 1 - 

3. Zero drift (2-hour) 1 - 

4. Zero drift (24-hour) 1 - 

5 Calibration drift (2-hour) 

6. Calibration drift (24-hour) 

7. Response time- 

8. Operational period- 


Specification 

<20% of reference mean value. 

<5% of each (50 percent, 90 percent) calibration gas 
mixture value. 

^2% of emission standard. 

<4% of emission standard. 

^2% of emission standard. 

^5% of emission standard. 

16 minutes maximum. 

168 hours minimum. 


1 Expressed as sum of absolute mean value plus 95 percent confidence Interval of a series 

of tests. 


5.2 Field Test for Accuracy (Relative), 
Zero Drift, and Calibration Drift. Install and 
operate the measurement system in accord¬ 
ance with the manufacturer's written in¬ 
structions and drawings as follows: 

5.2.1 Conditioning Period—Offset the zero 
setting at least 10 percent of span so that 
negative zero drift can be quantified. Op¬ 
erate the system for an initial 168-hour con¬ 
ditioning period in a normal operational 
manner. 

622 Operational Test Period—Operate 
the system for an additional 168-hour period. 
The system shall be monitoring the source 
effluent at all times when not being zeroed, 
calibrated, or backp urged. 

52.2.1 Field Test for Accuracy (Relative). 
The analyzer output for this test shall be 
maintained between 20 percent or 90 percent 
of full scale. Depending upon the source 
emission concentration, this may require set¬ 
ting the analyzer span at a concentration be¬ 
low 2000 ppm. It is recommended that a cali¬ 
brated gas mixture be used to verify the span 
setting utilized. During this 168-hour test 
period, make a minimum of nine (9) SOj 
concentration measurements using Method 8 
with a sampling period of one hour. Isokinetic 
sampling and analysis for S0 3 and 11,80, mist 
we not required. For measurement systems 
employing extractive sampling, It is recom¬ 
mended that the measurement system and . 
the Method 8 probe tips be placed adjacent 
to each other in the duct. One test will con¬ 
sist of one sample. Record the test data and 
measurement system concentrations on the 
example sheet shown in Figure 12-3. 

5. Performance Specification Test Proce¬ 
dures. The following test procedures shall be 
used to determine conformance with the 
requirements of paragraph 4 : 

5.1 Calibration test. 

5.1.1 Analyze each calibration gas mix¬ 
ture (50 percent, 90 percent) for sulfur di¬ 
oxide as required by paragraph 2.1 and record 
tne results on the example sheet shown In 
Figure 12 - 1 . This step may be omitted for 

-extractive monitors where dynamic cal- 
512) 011 8aS mixtures are not used (see 

rJ.irL 801 up and calibrate the complete 
u'AMi,^ n ? ent system according to the man- 
22E!" written Instructions. This may be 
the elther ln the laboratory or in 

id. Make a series of five non-consecu- 


tive readings with span gas mixtures alter¬ 
nately at each concentration (e.g., 50%, 90%, 
50%, 90%, 50%). For non-ex tractive meas¬ 
urement systems, this test may be performed 
using procedures specified by the manufac¬ 
turer and two or more calibration gases whose 
concentrations are certified by the manufac¬ 
turer and differ by a factor of two or more. 
Convert the measurement system output 
readings to ppm and record the results on 
the example sheet shown in Figure 12-2. 

5.222 Field Test for Zero Drift and Cali¬ 
bration Drift. Determine the values given by 
zero and span gas pollutant concentrations 
at 2-hour intervals until 15 sets of data are 
obtained. For nonextractive measurement 
systems the zero and span values may be 
determined by producing electrically or 
mechanically a zero condition and by insert¬ 
ing a certified calibration gas concentration 
equivalent to not less than 300 ppm Into 
the measurement system. Record these read¬ 
ings on the example sheet shown ln Figure 
12-4. These 2-hour periods need not be con¬ 
secutive but may not overlap. The zero and 
span determinations to be made under this 
paragraph may be made concurrent with the 
tests under 52.2.1. Zero and calibration cor¬ 
rections and adjustments are allowed only 
at 24-hour intervals or at such shorter in¬ 
tervals as the manufacturer's written In¬ 
structions specify. Automatic corrections 
made by the measurement system without 
operator Intervention or initiation are allow¬ 
able at any time. During the entire 168-hour 
operational test period, record on the ex¬ 
ample sheet shown ln Figure 12—5 the values 
given by zero and span gas SO. concentra¬ 
tions before and after adjustment at 24-hour 
intervals. 

5.3 Field Test for Response Time. 

5.3.1 Use the entire measurement system 
as installed, including sample transport lines 
if used. Flow rates, line diameters, pumping 
rates, pressures (do not allow the pressur¬ 
ized calibration gas to change the normal 
operating pressure in the sample line), etc., 
shall be at the nominal values for normal 
operation as specified In the manufacturer’s 
written Instructions. If the analyzer is used 
to sample more than one pollutant source 
(stack), repeat this test for each sampling 
point. 

5.3.2 Introduce zero gas into the meas¬ 
urement system sampling Interface or as 


close to the sampling interface as possible. 
When the system output reading has stabi¬ 
lized. switch quickly to a known concentra¬ 
tion of sulfur dioxide at 70 to 90 percent of 
span. Record the time from concentration 
switching to final stable response. After the 
system response has stabilized at the upper 
level, switch quickly to a zero concentration 
of pollutant gas. Record the time from con¬ 
centration switching to final stable response. 
For non-extractive monitors, the highest 
available calibration gas concentration shall 
be switched into and out of the sample path 
and response times recorded. Perform this 
test sequence three (3) times. Record the re¬ 
sults of each test on the example sheet 
shown In Figure 12-6. 

6. Calculations, Data Analysis and Report¬ 
ing. 

6.1 Procedure for determination of mean 
values and confidence Intervals. 

6.1.1 The mean value of a data set Is cal¬ 
culated according to equation 12-1. 

Equation 12-1 


i n 


1=1 


whore: 

^“Individual values, 

2 =sum of the Individual values, 
x =ntean value, and 
»»“number of data points. 

6.1.2. The 95 percent confidence interval (two-sided) 
is calculated according to equation 12-2. 

Equation 12-2 


C.I.„=-^= -(£*.)’ 

n\n— I 

where 

“Sum of all data points, 
t.ns =fi— a/2, and 

C.I.ti“95 percent confidence interval estimate of the 
mean value. 


Values for /.«» 


n 

t .in 

n 

t.|7« 

n 

t.*7» 

2 

12.706 

7 

2.447 

12 

2.201 

3 

4.303 

8 

2.365 

13 

2.179 

4 

3. 182 

9 

2.306 

14 

2.160 

5 

2.776 

10 

2.262 

15 

2.115 

6 

2.571 

11 

2.228 

16 

2.131 


The values In this table are already cor¬ 
rected for n-1 degrees of freedom. Use n equal 
to the number of samples as data points. 

6.2 Data Analysis and Reporting. 

62.1 Accuracy (Relative)—For each of the 
nine reference method testing periods, deter¬ 
mine the average sulfur dioxide concentra¬ 
tion reported by the continuous measure¬ 
ment system. These average concentrations 
shall be determined from the measurement 
system data recorded under 52.2.1 by Inte¬ 
grating the pollutant concentrations over 
each of the time Intervals concurrent with 
each reference method test, then dividing 
by the cumulative time of each applicable 
reference method testing period. Before pro¬ 
ceeding to the next step, determine the basis 
(wet or dry) of the measurement system data 
and reference method test data concentra¬ 
tions. If the bases are not consistent,,apply 
a moisture correction to either the reference 
method concentrations or the measurement 
system concentrations, as appropriate. Deter¬ 
mine the correction factor by moisture tests 
concurrent with the reference method testing 
periods. Report the moisture test method and 
the correction procedure employed. For each 
of the nine test runs, subtract the respective 
Method 6 or Method 8 test concentrations 
from the continuous monitoring system aver¬ 
age concentrations. Using these data, com¬ 
pute the mean difference and the 95 percent 
confidence Interval using equations 12-1 and 
12-2. Accuracy Is reported as the sum of the 
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absolute value of the mean difference and the 
05 percent confidence interval expressed as a 
percentage of the mean reference method 
value. Use the example sheet shown in Fig¬ 
ure 12-3. 

6.2.2 Calibration Error—Using the data 
from paragraph 5.1, subtract the measured 
pollutant concentration determined under 
paragraph 5.1.1 (Figure 12-1) from the value 
shown by the measurement system for each 
of the five readings at each concentration 
measured under 6.1.2 (Figure 12-2). Calcu¬ 
late the mean of these difference values and 
the 95 percent confidence Intervals according 
to equations 12-1 and 12-2. Report the cali¬ 
bration error (the sum of the absolute value 
of the mean difference and the 95 percent 
confidence interval) as a percentage of each 
respective calibration gas concentration. Use 
example sheet shown in Figure 12-2. 

6.2.3 Zero Drift (2-hour)—Using the zero 
concentration values measured each 2 hours 
during the field test, calculate the differences 
between consecutive 2 -hour readings ex¬ 
pressed in ppm. Calculate the mean differ¬ 
ence and the confidence Interval using equa¬ 
tions 12-1 and 12-2. Report the zero drift 
as the sum of the absolute mean value and 
the confidence Interval as a percentage of the 
emission standard. Use example sheet shown 
in Figure 12-4. 

6.2.4 Zero Drift (24-hour)—Using the 
zero concentration values measured every 24 
hours diu-ing the field test, calculate the dif¬ 
ferences between the zero point after zero 
adjustment and the zero value 24 hours later 
just prior to zero adjustment. Calculate the 
mean value of these points and the con¬ 
fidence interval using equations 12-1 and 
12-2. Report the zero drift (the sum of the 
absolute mean and confidence Interval) as 
a percentage of the emission standard. Use 
example sheet shown In Figure 12-6. 

6.2.5 Calibration Drift (2-hour)—Using 
the calibration values obtained at 2 -hour In¬ 
tervals during the field test, calculate the 
differences between consecutive 2 -hour read¬ 
ings expressed as ppm. These values should be 
corrected for the corresponding zero drift 
during that 2-hour period. Calculate the 
mean and confidence Interval of these cor¬ 
rected difference values using equations 12-1 
and 12-2. Do not use the differences between 
non-consecutive readings. Report the cali¬ 
bration drift (the sum of the absolute mean 
and confidence interval) as a percentage of 
the emission standard. Use the example sheet 
shown in Figure 12-4. 

62.6 Calibration Drift (24-hour)—Using 
the calibration values measured every 24 
hours during the field test, calculate the dif¬ 
ferences between the calibration concentra¬ 
tion reading after zero and calibration ad¬ 
justment and the calibration concentration 
reading 24 hours later after zero adjustment 
but before calibration adjustment. Calculate 
the mean value of these differences and the 
confidence Interval using equations 12-1 and 
12-2. Report the sum of the absolute mean 
and confidence interval as a percentage of 
the emission standard. Use the example sheet 
shown in Figure 12-5. 

6.2.7 Response Time—Using the results 
under paragraph 5.3. calculate the time in¬ 
terval from concentration switching to 95 
percent to the final stable value for all up¬ 
scale and downscale tests. Report the mean of 
the three upscale test times and the mean of 
the three downscale test times. 8 he two aver¬ 
age times should not differ by more than 15 
percent of the slower time. Report the slow¬ 
er time as the system response time. Use 
the example sheet shown In Figure 12-6. 


0.2.8 Operational Test Period—During 
the 168-hour performance and operational 
test period, the measurement system shall not 
require any corrective maintenance, repair, 
replacement, or adjustment other than that 
clearly specified as required in the operation 
and maintenance manuals as routine and ex¬ 
pected during a 1-week period. If the 
measurement system operates within the 
specified performance parameters and does 
not require corrective maintenance, repair, 
replacement or adjustment other than as 
specified above during the 168-hour test 
period, the operational period will be suc¬ 
cessfully concluded. Failure of the measure¬ 
ment to meet this requirement shall call 
for a repetition of the 168-hour test period. 
Portions of the test which were satisfac¬ 
torily completed need not be repeated. Fail¬ 
ure to meet any performance specifications 
shall call for a repetition of the 1 -week 
performance test period and that portion of 
the testing which is related to the failed 
specification. All maintenance and ad¬ 
justments required shall be recorded. Out¬ 
put readings shall be recorded before and 
after all adjustments. 
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ary Source Emissions, Environmental Pro¬ 


tection Agency, Research Triangle Park, N c 
February 1973. 

72 Instrumentation for the Determine, 
tion of Nitrogen Oxides Content of station, 
ary Source Emissions, Environmental pr 0 ! 
tectlon Agen cy, R esearch Triangle Park, N c 
Volume 1 . APTD-0847, October 1971; Vol¬ 
ume 2. APTD-0942. January 1972. 

7.3 Experimental Statistics, Department 
of Commerce, Handbook 91. 1963, p. 3.31 
paragraphs 3-3.1.4. 
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tionary-Source Monitoring Systems for 
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Figure 12-1.— Analysis of calibration gas 
mixtures 

Reference Method Used.. 

Date _ 

Mid-Range Calibration Gas Mixture: 


Sample 1_ppm 

Sample 2_ppm 

Sample 3_ppm 

Average_ppm 

High-Range (span) Calibration G<a 
Mixture: 

Sample l_ppm 

Sample 2___ppm 

Sample 3_ppm 

Average_ppm 


Figure 12-2 .—Calibration error determination 
Calibration gas mixture data (from flg. 12-1) 

Mid (50 percent)-parts per million nigh (IK) percent)_parts per million 

[In parts per million] 


Run no. Calibration gas concentration Measurement system reading 


Differences 1 


1 . 

2 . 

3 . 

4 . 

5 ..... 

6 . 

7 . 

8 . 

9 . 

10 .. 


Mid //fe/l 


Mean difference. 

Confidence interval (+)- 


Calibration error (percent) - 


mean difference *-f C.T. 


-XMXL. 


1 Calibration 
* Absolute 


average calibration gas concentration 

an gas concentration—measurement system reading, 
valuo. 

Figure l2~Z.—Accuracy determination 


Date and 
time 


Test 

No. 


Reference method samples Analyzer l-hour average 1 
(parts per million) 


Difference* 
(parts per million) 



1 

- 

1 - - 

2 

. 


3 

_ _ ; . 


4 

. 


6 

.... 


6 

..—* 


7 


- - _ 

8 


*.****** 

0 



Mean difference—.parts per million. 

95 percent confidence interval=±.parts per million. 

Mean reference method value—_parts per million. 

mean difference (absolute valoe)-H5 percent, confidence interval. „ 
Accuracy - m«m wlu. - X100 ’ 


. percent. 


* Explain method used to determine average. 

* Difference-the 1 -hour average minus the reference method average. 
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Fkiurk 12-4 —Zero and calibration drift ( g-hour ) 


Date 

Time 

Data 

set 

Zero 

Zero 

drift 

Span 

Calibration 
(Aspan) dnft 


Begin Knd 

No. 

reading 

(Azero) 

reading 

(Aspan— 

zero) 



Zero drift - {mean zero drift».4* C.I. (zero). ] 4- [emission standardl X 100 -. 

Calibration drift * Imean span drift •.+ C.I. (span)_J emission standard) X 100 - 


> Alxsolute value. 


Figure 12-5.—Zrro and calibration drift (Af-Aoar) 


Date and time Zero reading Zero drift (Azero) Span reading (after Calibration drift 

zero adjustment) (Aspan) 


Zero drift = [Mean zero drift». + C.I. (zero)_ ] 4- [emission standard] X 100 -. 

Calibration drift =* [mean span drift •.-f C.I. (span . . | 4- [emission standard] X 10U = 

1 Absolute value. 

Figure 12-6.— Retpontt time 


Date of tost. 

Span gas concentration.parts |*»r million. 

Analyzer span setting.ppm. 

Upscale: 

1 _seconds. 

2 _seconds. 

3 . seconds. 

Average ttpecuta response.seconds. 

Downscale: 

1 _seconds. 

2 _seconds. 

3 _seconds. 

Average downscale res|>onsc.seconds. 

System response time—slower time—.seconds. 

Percent deviation from slowest time- 
average upscale minus average downscaleX100 percent 
slower time 

{FR Doc.74-23834 Filed 10-15~74;8:45 am] 
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